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I. Facility Information 

 

 

 Project Name: Burma Road – Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 

 

 Project Location: Burma Road – Milepost 100 to 102.79 

 

 Latitude/longitude:  

 

47.575055/-116.782578 to 47.586314/-116.744545 

 NPDES Tracking No.: IDR12C962 (Operator #1) 

IDR12C968 (Operator #2)  

IDR12C974 (Operator #3) 

 

 Project Nature:  

 

Widen and pave 2.75 mile (approximate) stretch of gravel 

road between SH 97 and Gotham Bay Road 

 

 SIC Code: 1611 – Highway and Street Construction 

 

 Operator #1: 

 

Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) 

3330 Grace Street 

Boise, ID 83703 

 

 Operator #2: 

 

East Side Highway District (ESHD) 

6095 Mullan Trail Road 

Coeur d’ Alene, ID 83814 

 

 Operator #3 Apollo, Inc. 

1133 E. Columbia Drive 

Kennewick, WA 99336 

 

 LHTAC Representative(s) 

(Operator #1): 

Karissa Hardy, P.E. Environmental. Engineer 

208-344-0565 (office); 208-841-2153 (cell) 

khardy@lhtac.com 

 

 ESHD Representative(s) 

(Operator #2): 

 

John Pankratz, Supervisor; 208-765-4714 

jp@imaxmail.net 

 

 Apollo Representative(s) 

(Operator #3) 

 

John Oldham Jr.; Project Superintendent 

   509-947-1799; joldhamjr@apollo-gc.com 

Brett Brown; Project Engineer 

   509-947-4309; brettb@apollo-gc.com 

Tony McCullough, Project Foreman 

   509-947-1084; tmccullough@apollo-gc.com 
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 Other representative(s): David Evans and Associates, Inc. – LHTAC subcontractor 

663 W. Canfield Avenue 

Coeur d’ Alene, ID 83815 

 

David Suhr, P.E.; Construction Engineering Group Leader 

   208-635-7094; djsu@deainc.com 

Randy Durland – DEA Lead Inspector 

   208-635-7117; rjdu@deainc.com 

 

Resource Planning Unlimited, Inc. (RPU)  

Apollo subcontractor 

1406 East F. Street 

Moscow, ID 83843 

 

Shelly Gilmore; RPU owner/operator; Certified Professional 

in Erosion and Sediment Control; Environmental Consultant   

   208-883-1806; rpu@turbonet.com 

    

 Construction Start Date: April 1, 2013 

 

 Total Disturbed Acres: 

 

28 acres/linear project approximately 2.79 miles long 

 Receiving water(s) Turner Creek, with discharge to Lake Coeur d’ Alene 

 

 

II. Inspection Information 

 

 

 Inspection Date(s): March 25, 2014 

 

 Inspector(s): Patrick Stoll, Environmental Scientist (lead inspector) 

EPA Region 10/OCE/IEMU/IOO 

(208) 378-5772 

 

Tony Davis, Senior Environmental Employee (assisting) 

EPA Region 10 

(206) 553-8322 

 

 Entry Time: 

Exit Time: 

 9:50 am 

 5:30 pm 

 

 Weather Conditions: 

 

 

Overcast with temps in upper 40’s to mid 50’s (Fahrenheit) 

 

 

 Purpose: Verify compliance with the requirements of the Clean Water 

Act and follow up on reports involving sediment laden runoff 

from the site to Turner Creek and Lake Coeur d’ Alene.  
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 Information Sources: 

 

The information gathered during this inspection was 

provided by the various representatives noted in Section I.  

 

 Report prepared by: Patrick Stoll, Environmental Scientist 

EPA Region 10/OCE/IEMU/IOO 

(208) 378-5772 

 

 

  

III.  Project Background 
 

State Highway (SH) 97 follows the irregular shoreline along the east side of Lake Coeur 

d’ Alene from its intersection with Interstate 90 near the northeast end of the lake to its 

junction with SH 3 near the lake’s southeastern end. Burma Road provides an alternate 

(i.e., shorter) cross-country route that bypasses a longer, irregular portion of the SH 97 

shoreline route (see Photo 3).  

 

Burma Road is approximately five miles in length. Though the road is heavily traveled, 

less than half is paved. The remaining portion (approximately 2.8 miles from the 

junction with Gotham Bay Road to SH 97) is gravel. The gravel portion is narrow, 

winding, and parallels Turner Creek for much of its length (see Photo 4). The primary 

focus of the Burma Road project is to widen and pave the gravel section. Throughout its 

entire length, the project involves a number of road cuts into steep hillsides.  

 

The Burma Road project began in 2004 when the East Side Highway District (ESHD), a 

consortium of nine highway districts and the Kootenai County Road Department, 

teamed up with the Local Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) in Boise, 

Idaho to develop a grant application for funding from the Federal Highway 

Administration (FHWA) to cover improvements to Burma Road. ESHD, the local 

sponsor for the project, was required to provide a 7.75% funding match. The grant 

application was approved in 2004. As part of a stewardship agreement with the Idaho 

Transportation Department (ITD), the federal funding would pass through ITD to 

LHTAC. LHTAC would provide project oversight and funding administration.  

 

As part of the organization’s oversight responsibility, LHTAC developed and 

announced a Request for Proposals (RFP) soliciting bids for the development of 

engineering designs for the Burma Road project. A committee composed of LHTAC 

and ESHD representatives selected J-U-B Engineers, Inc. (JUB) in Coeur d’ Alene, 

Idaho to develop the project design plans. The selection was reportedly made on the 

basis of JUB’s proposal and qualifications. JUB, in turn, contracted with Terracon 

Consulting Engineers and Scientists (Terracon) in Boise to conduct a geotechnical 

investigation of the project area. Once the design plans were complete and approved, 

LHTAC issued a follow-up RFP for the purpose of selecting a road construction 
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contractor to implement JUB’s engineering design. Apollo, Inc. (Apollo), based in 

Kennewick, WA, was selected as the contractor for the project on the basis of the 

company’s low bid.  

 

For the purpose of compliance with EPA’s 2012 Construction General Permit (CGP), 

three separate operators are identified as controlling participants in the Burma Road 

project - LHTAC, ESHD, and Apollo. Each operator submitted an electronic Notice Of 

Intent (eNOI) seeking coverage under the CGP on February 11, 2013 (see Appendix B). 

Work on the Burma Road project began with clearing and the installation of BMPs 

(best management practices for erosion and sediment control) on April 1, 2013. Road 

construction began early in May, 2013.  

 

Concerns about erosion and sediment control from the project were brought to EPA’s 

attention in September 2013. On September 30, 2013, June Bergquist, a Water Quality 

Compliance Officer with the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ), sent 

me photos of turbid water flowing from Turner Creek into Lake Coeur d’ Alene. 

According to Ms. Bergquist, the turbidity was related to stormwater runoff from the 

project area. From the mouth of Turner Creek, a visible plume flowed for some distance 

into the lake (see Photos 8a-8b). That same day, Maria Lopez, Bill Stewart, and I met 

with ITD stormwater program staff members Sue Sullivan, Brad Wolfinger, and Caleb 

Lakey at IDEQ’s state office to discuss stormwater issues. The meeting was hosted by 

IDEQ staff person Miranda Adams. During this meeting, the ITD staff members 

acknowledged that there were some erosion and sediment control problems at the 

Burma Road project site. They also wanted to make it clear that the stewardship 

agreement between ITD and LHTAC limited ITD’s involvement in the project – that 

ITD was not an “Operator” as defined in the CGP. A few days later, I received 

additional photos from Ms. Bergquist (dated 10/10/2013) documenting the beginning of 

slope failures that had occurred since the site had undergone final stabilization a few 

days earlier (see Photos 11-12). 

 

On March 14, 2014, I (and others within EPA) received an email from ITD Stormwater 

Compliance Coordinator Brad Wolfinger. The email included an attached “Notice of 

Potential Violation of the Construction General Permit (NOPV)”, an internal document 

developed by ITD to report potential violations and/or prohibited discharges from a 

construction project site. The document, prepared by Jeremy Jenkins (Apollo) and 

Karissa Hardy (LHTAC), described a series of slope failures that had occurred at the 

Burma Road site on March 5, 2014. The failures reportedly coincided with a significant 

rainfall event in the area. Prior to receiving the NOPV from Mr. Woldfinger, June 

Bergquist had sent me a series of photographs she had made at the Burma Road site on 

March 7, 2014, two days after the events summarized in NOPV forwarded to me by 

Wolfinger. The photos documented a number of issues on the Burma Road project 

including slope failures at various locations throughout the project, the discharge of 

turbid runoff to Turner Creek, and a visible plume of turbidity extending from the 

mouth of Turner Creek into Lake Coeur d’ Alene (see Photos 15-22).  

 

As it became increasingly obvious that there were significant and ongoing erosion and 
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sediment control issues at the Burma Road project site, EPA’s Region 10 NPDES 

Compliance Unit (NCU) requested an inspection to gather more information about the 

site and to verify compliance with the requirements of the CGP.  

 

 

III.A. Project Background – ITD Stormwater Compliance Inspection Reports 

 

I am providing this information to help the reader understand a key set of documents 

associated with this report. Part 4 of the CGP requires the operator(s) to conduct self-

inspections on a 7-day or 14-day schedule. The Burma Road project specifications 

dictated the 7-day schedule along with an additional inspection within 24 hours of a 

storm event of 0.25 inches or greater (this is reportedly a common requirement for ITD 

projects). The Burma Road operators are using an ITD form labeled Stormwater 

Compliance Inspection to record the inspection results. The completed form serves as 

the inspection report for each day an inspection is conducted. In addition to using the 

ITD inspection form, operators are also using the ITD format for numbering the report 

form; each report has a district number (ITD highway district 1 in this case) a key or 

project code (09462 for Burma Road) and an inspection number. Henceforth, I will be 

referring solely to the inspection number to identify each Stormwater Compliance 

Inspection report. A total of 78 self-inspections (422 pages) have been recorded since 

the start of the Burma Road project up to the date of this inspection (this includes the 

additional inspection reports triggered by rainfall events exceeding 0.25 inches). A copy 

of all inspections is included on the Burma Road CGP/CEI CD developed to 

accompany this report.  

 

The Stormwater Compliance Inspection reports make numerous references to 

“stations”. On a road construction project such as this, location markers or “stations” 

are established as reference points. Each “station” refers to the distance from the start of 

the road project; stations are measured and marked in the field by a surveyor and used 

later when developing and implementing the project’s design plans. They also serve as 

reference points to identify problems areas during the self-inspection.  

 

The contractual arrangement between LHTAC and Apollo stipulates that actual road 

construction on the site can only take place between April 15 and October 15 unless a 

waiver is authorized. Until completed, the project is considered to be in a “winter 

shutdown” phase during the period between October 15 and April 15. According to 

Ms. Hardy, the contactor was required to continue conducting stormwater inspections, 

during the winter shutdown, in accordance with the schedule outlined above. Work to 

maintain and/or repair BMPs and other erosion and sediment control measures is also 

authorized during the winter shutdown phase.  

 

 

III.B Project Background – Discharges to Waters of the United States  
 

The Burma Road project has experienced a number of discharges of sediment laden 

runoff to the waters of the United States. Four of these discharges were reported to EPA 
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using the ITD NOPV form described previously in this report (copies of the NOPVs are 

included in Appendix C of this report). The discharges reported on the NOPVs occurred 

on 09/24/2013, 09/29/2013, 10/08/2013, and 03/05/2014.  

Part 5.2.1.2 of the CGP requires a notification to EPA by the end of the next work day 

when stormwater discharges fail to meet applicable (Idaho) water quality standards. The 

discharges that occurred on 09/29/2013 and 10/08/2013 were not reported to EPA until 

at least 2 days after the discharge.  

 

Additional discharges occurred during the week after the 03/05/2014 discharge - these 

discharges were reported on the weekly updates requested by EPA.  

  

III.C. Project Background – Slope Failures 
 

Slope failures, the sloughing of saturated soil from the face of the unstabilized steep 

slopes throughout the Burma Road project area, have been one of the primary water 

quality concerns associated with this project. Stormwater runoff from locations 

throughout the project area could conceivably transport heavy loads of sediment (the 

soil mass sloughed from the face of the failed slopes) into Turner Creek and, 

subsequently, to Lake Coeur d’ Alene. The first of the slope failures reported to EPA 

appears to have occurred on September 28, 2013. With the exception of the month of 

December, 2013, slope failures continued to occur on the Burma Road project from 

October 2013 through March 2014.   

 

IV. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

V. 

 

 

 

On-Site Compliance Evaluation Inspection 

 

This was an announced inspection. On Friday afternoon, March 21, 2014, I left a 

message on Karissa Hardy’s cell phone to inform her that I planned to conduct an 

inspection at the Burma Road project site on Tuesday, March 25, 2014 to verify 

compliance with the requirements of the CGP. I invited her to call me at home over the 

weekend if she had any questions about the inspection. I eventually spoke with Ms. 

Hardy and learned that she planned to be present at the site for the inspection. I 

suggested that she notify and invite representatives associated with the other operators 

as well. She assured me they would be present. We agreed to meet at the Burma Road 

project management site on Carlton Bay Road at 9:00 am Tuesday morning.  

 

On Tuesday morning, March 25, 2014, I arrived at the IDEQ office to meet with June 

Bergquist shortly after 8:00 am. Ms. Bergquist had planned to join me for the Burma 

Road inspection. It turned out that Ms. Bergquist had a dental emergency and would not 

be able to meet me at the site until later in the day. I then contacted Tony Davis, a 

Senior Environmental Employee working on behalf of EPA from EPA’s Coeur d’ 

Alene office. Mr. Davis agreed to join me on the Burma Road inspection.  

 

Opening Conference 

 

Coordinating the arrangements with Mr. Davis created a brief delay in the planned 

inspection schedule. I contacted Ms. Hardy at the Burma Road site to let her know I 
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was running about half an hour late. Mr. Davis and I arrived at the site at 9:30 am. We 

were greeted by Ms. Hardy who led us into one of the construction trailers where the 

other participants were awaiting our arrival. I introduced Tony and myself to those 

present around the table. I then presented my inspection credentials. Given the number 

of people in attendance, I choose to read the authorization statement from the 

credentials out loud so there would be no confusion about whether or not this was an 

official visit. Each of the operator representatives (listed in Section I, Facility 

Information) then identified himself or herself and described their respective role(s) in 

the project.  

 

Upon completion of the introductions, I explained the reasons for the inspection and 

described how I expected it to proceed. I noted that EPA was very concerned about the 

many reports involving slope failures and subsequent discharges of sediment to Turner 

Creek and Turner Bay, particularly in light of similar problems that had occurred on the 

opposite side of the lake at Mica Bay a decade earlier (see Appendix D). I explained 

that I hoped to learn more about the background details associated with the project; the 

role of the three different operators and any subcontractors; the completeness and 

adequacy of the project’s Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP); and current 

conditions at the site.    

V.A. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Operators - Personnel 
 

Karissa Hardy, PE, Environmental Engineer - LHTAC. Ms. Hardy indicated that she 

has worked for LHTAC as a part-time employee for a little more than two years 

(LHTAC itself has reportedly been around in the Boise area for 25 years). Prior to 

employment with LHTAC, she worked for ITD for two years. At ITD, she was 

responsible for stormwater compliance. Ms. Hardy appears to be the primary 

representative for LHTAC on this project.  She has reportedly worked on 50-100 

stormwater projects.  

 

Todd Bartolome – Construction Engineering Manager – LHTAC. Mr. Bartolome is the 

Resident Engineer for the Burma Road project. While Ms. Hardy appears to be the 

public representative for the Burma Road project, Mr. Bartolome is ultimately in charge 

of the project on behalf of LHTAC. Mr. Bartolome routinely signs off on the final 

compliance certification on the weekly stormwater inspections. Mr. Bartolome was not 

present at the Burma Road site during this inspection. 

 

John Pankratz – ESHD. Mr. Pankratz has reportedly been working for the ESHD 

since 1994; as a supervisor since 2002.  The ESHD was formed in 1971 after     

consolidation of 9 highway districts and the Kootenai County Road Department. 

 

Apollo, Inc. A number of employees have represented Apollo on the Burma Road 

project since the project was awarded in 2012. Tom O’Neil (509-947-0356) was the 

project superintendent from the beginning of the project until March 10, 2014 (shortly 

after the major slope failures began occurring earlier in the month). Mr. O’Neil was 
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V.B. 

replaced by John Oldham, Jr. Another Apollo employee, Jeremy Jenkins, was the 

designated Water Pollution Control Manager (WPCM - a term frequently associated 

with road construction projects) from the beginning of the project until March 17, 2014. 

Prior to his departure from the project, Mr. Jenkins routinely signed off as the WPCM 

on the stormwater self-inspection reports discussed later in this report. Mr. Jenkins was 

also responsible for turbidly monitoring conducted in association with IDEQ’s CWA 

401 certification of the 404 permit. Mr. Jenkins was replaced as the WPCM by Shelly 

Gilmore, a subcontractor to Apollo (additional information relating to Ms. Gilmore is 

provided in the Subcontractors portion of this report). Brett Brown is the Apollo 

Project Engineer; he has been around since the beginning of the project. Tony 

McCullough, Project Foreman, began working on the Burma Road project 

approximately 2 weeks before this inspection. His role, in part, involves working with 

the new WPCM, Shelly Gilmore, conducting weekly inspections and turbidity 

monitoring.  

 

Note: As part of a Consent Decree associated with ITD’s role and responsibility in the 

Mica Bay incident, ITD developed a number of internal documents and forms used to 

insure compliance with the CGP (e.g., SWPPP template, inspection reports, corrective 

action log, etc.) on all ITD projects. The ITD documents and procedures developed in 

conjunction with the Consent Decree are often used on other road construction projects 

in Idaho, particularly if ITD has any involvement in the project.  

 

Subcontractors  
 

Resource Planning Unlimited, Inc. (RPU) – an environmental consulting firm based 

in Moscow, Idaho. Shelly Gilmore is the owner/operator of RPU. Ms. Gilmore is an 

environmental consultant working on the Burma Road project on behalf of Apollo. 

According to the RPU website, Ms. Gilmore is a Certified Professional in Erosion and 

Sediment Control. She replaced Apollo employee Jeremy Jenkins as the WPCM in early 

March, 2014. In addition to signing off on the weekly stormwater inspection reports as 

the WPCM, Ms. Gilmore has been responsible for making many of the 

recommendations for stabilizing the steep slopes since the time of the March 5, 2014 

failures.  

 

Dave Evans and Associates, Inc. (DEA) - DEA conducts routine inspections, on behalf 

of LHTAC, to verify that the Burma Road project is being constructed in accordance 

with all design specifications. David Suhr, PE, is the DEA Construction Engineering 

Group Leader. DEA employee Randy Durland, identified in the SWPPP as the 

stormwater team Lead Inspector, is regularly present on-site at the Burma Road project. 

Mr. Durland occasionally conducts or participates in the weekly stormwater 

inspections. DEA employees Tony Butler and Teresa Neumann have also been 

responsible for conducting stormwater inspections. Neither were present during this 

inspection.  
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V.C Familiarity with Mica Bay Construction Stormwater Issues 

 

I asked the operators how familiar they were, before starting the Burma Road project, 

with the Mica Bay incident across the lake and the problems associated with road 

construction in the steep terrain surrounding Lake Coeur d’ Alene.  

 

 Karissa Hardy (LHTAC) indicated that she had been hired specifically to make 

sure that the same type of erosion and sediment control issues associated with 

the Mica Bay incident did not occur at Burma Road.   

 

 Jon Pankratz (ESHD) said that he remembered hearing something about Mica 

Bay, that it had something to do with slope failures, but didn’t know much more 

than that.  

 

 Brett Brown (Apollo) said that he was not familiar with the Mica Bay incident. I 

asked him if Apollo had much experience with road construction involving steep 

slopes in areas similar to the Burma Road project. He admitted that he wasn’t 

familiar with many similar projects but did mention some recent work Apollo 

had conducted on highway projects near Sandpoint, Idaho.  

 

V.D. Minimizing the Disturbance of Steep Slopes – Phasing and Stabilization 
 

Part 2.1.2.6 of the 2012 CGP requires operators to minimize the disturbance of steep 

slopes. Quoting from the CGP: “in cases where steep slope disturbances are required, 

minimizing the disturbances…can be accomplished through the implementation of a 

number of standard erosion and sediment control practices, such as by phasing 

disturbances to these areas and using stabilization practices designed to be used on 

steep grades”. I asked the operators if the project had been phased or if any other steps 

had been implemented to comply with Part 2.1.2.6 of the CGP.  

 

Brett Brown (Apollo) indicated that the project did involve separate phases. Further 

discussion indicated that the “phasing” Mr. Brown referred to applied to the 

employment of different construction techniques at different project locations as part of 

the project’s design requirements (work category phasing) rather than any type of 

phasing that would actually minimize the amount of soil disturbance at any one time 

(partial completion/secure stabilization phasing).  

 

Karissa Hardy (LHTAC) stated that the operators had relied upon final stabilization, 

using a seed-impregnated bonded fiber matrix (BFM), to satisfy the CGP Part 2.1.2.6 

requirements. According to Ms. Hardy, application of the BFM was originally 

scheduled to begin at the end of the October 2013 construction season; the schedule was 

moved up in response to significant erosion problems at the site in late September, 2013 

(the project SWPPP notes that application of the BFM began on October 2, 2013).  

When I noted that the BFM had obviously failed in many, if not most, locations, Ms. 

Hardy explained that a rain-on-snow event involving above average rainfall in early 

March 2014 had caused the failure. She noted that the unexpected and unplanned for 
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rain event led to groundwater seepage from the steep slopes in unexpected areas. It was 

this seepage, according to Ms. Hardy, that caused the BFM to separate from the slope 

faces which, in turn, led to slope failures at various locations throughout the project 

area. It is worth noting that photographs from the site, provided by June Bergquist, (see 

Photos 11-13) indicate that the BFM began separating from the slope faces in certain 

locations as early as October 10, 2013.  

 

I had previously met Shelly Gilmore (RPU and Apollo subcontractor) at a stormwater 

workshop held in Post Falls, Idaho (near Coeur d’ Alene). I knew that Ms. Gilmore was 

familiar with the challenges associated with erosion and sediment control in the Lake 

Coeur d’ Alene area. In response to Ms. Hardy’s comment concerning the use of 

vegetative stabilization to provide for final stabilization at the end of the 2013 

construction season, I asked Ms. Gilmore if, in her opinion, vegetative stabilization 

could reasonably be expected to establish itself, during the winter months, on steep 

slopes such as those found throughout the Burma Road project area. Ms. Gilmore 

acknowledged that it was very difficult to establish final vegetative stabilization on 

steep slopes with a rocky substrate and very little topsoil (conditions that exit 

throughout the Burma Road project area). 

 

Note: Section 3.1 of the Burma Road SWPPP – Project/Site Information (page 6) 

includes the following information from the subsection on Slopes: “The outer slopes 

along the existing road cut and foreslope are severely eroded and overly steepened in 

many locations. A very narrow, shallow, and sometimes non-existent ditch is located 

along the uphill side of the road. There is evidence of seepage out of the cut slope at 

many locations. The existing cut slopes are very steep and exhibit slope failures and 

sloughing or eroding material from the cut slope into the ditch during wetter seasons.” 

Section 1.3 of the Burma Road SWPPP (page 1) notes that the project will adhere to the 

Erosion Control standard specifications outlined in ITD’s Best Management Practices 

Manual (available online at http://itd.idaho.gov/enviro/Stormwater/BMP/default.htm ) 

including subchapter EC-1; Scheduling and Sequencing of Construction Activities. 

This subchapter provides detailed information on applicability and recommendations 

for minimizing the amount of disturbed soil in sensitive areas. There is very little 

evidence to suggest that these recommendations, clearly applicable, were followed on 

the Burma Road project.  

 

 

V.E. Design Plan Reviews 
 

I asked the operators if any qualified individuals or agencies familiar with the  special 

concerns  associated with road construction projects involving the steep slopes in the 

Coeur d’ Alene area had been provided with an opportunity to review and comment on 

the design plans developed by JUB. If so, I asked about any concerns that may have 

been expressed.  

 

Ms. Hardy indicated that ITD had reviewed the plans and did express some initial 

concerns. According to Ms. Hardy, the final design plans had been modified to address 
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ITD’s concerns and comments. When I asked if IDEQ had reviewed the plans as part of 

their CWA 401 certification, Ms. Hardy noted that June Bergquist had reviewed the 

plans and had also expressed some concerns. Ms. Hardy said that LHTAC believed that 

the finalized plans, plans that were based on geotechnical information provided by 

Terracon and incorporated ITD’s comments, were sufficient to address IDEQ’s 

concerns.  

 

Note: As a follow-up to this inspection, I requested and have been provided with copies 

of the geotechnical reports and documents prepared by Terracon for LHTAC. The 

limited time I have spent reviewing these documents would seem to suggest that the 

presence of seeps throughout the project area was well known. I have provided copies 

of the Terracon documents on the “Burma Road CGP/CEI” CD (dated 03/25/2014) 

prepared in conjunction with this inspection report. Copies are also available in the 

Burma Road folder associated with this inspection on the share drive.  

 

V.F. Corrective Action Response 
 

The Corrective Action requirements in Part 5 of the CGP specify a number of actions 

that that must be implemented to “repair, modify, or replace any stormwater control 

used at the site” that proves to be inoperable. Part 5 also imposes a specific time frame 

for completing repairs or modifications. The extensive slope failures on the Burma 

Road project suggested that the existing stormwater control measures had failed in a 

dramatic fashion. Though the most significant failures appear to have occurred in early 

March 2014, failures in some areas became apparent as early as mid-January. I asked 

the operators if any individuals or contactors with erosion and sediment control 

experience had made any recommendations for addressing the slope failures 

(recommendations that could have been implemented within the 7 day timeframe 

specified in the Part 5 of the CGP) that were not implemented.  

 

 Karissa Hardy told me that LHTAC had always been committed to doing 

everything possible to address the erosion problems at the site and, as the 

funding administrator, had approved all the recommendations made to address 

the slope failures. She stressed that the expenditures authorized by LHTAC were 

substantial.  

 

 Jon Pankratz told me that he was not aware of any recommendations or 

remedies that had not been implemented.  

 

 The Apollo representatives offered little information to add to this part of the 

discussion.    

 

VI. SWPPP Review 
 

The Burma Road SWPPP utilizes a SWPPP template developed by ITD as part of the 

Consent Decree associated with the Mica Bay incident. The ITD template is very 

thorough and includes a wide range of forms to be filled out (e.g., inspection forms, 
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corrective action forms, amendment log, training log, etc.) to satisfy the requirements of 

the CGP. When used by entities other than ITD, the ITD SWPPP template and its forms 

can be somewhat confusing since it employs terms and references specific to ITD 

and/or AGC - The Associated General Contractors for America (e.g., Water Pollution 

Control Manager, Resident Engineer, ITD Compliance Certification, etc.).  

 

The Burma Road SWPPP is a massive document (probably more than 1000 pages in 

length). During my initial on-site review of the document, I noted that it was very 

comprehensive and appeared to contain most of the information required by the CGP. 

During the brief time I spent reviewing the document on-site, I noted the following 

deficiencies:  

 

 Lack of training documentation. Though the training log identified individuals 

that had received training; noted the dates of initial training; and provided a 

citation referring to an ITD database containing training information, the 

training log in the SWPPP reviewed at the time of the inspection did not provide 

any information relating to the course content. It did not provide any 

documentation that the topics required by Part 6 of the 2012 CGP had been 

addressed during the training. Many of the training dates noted in the log dated 

back 5-10 years in the past. The log provided little or no information relating to 

training updates.*  

 

 Failure to comply with the Corrective Action Requirements contained in 

Part 5 of the CGP. Stormwater Compliance Inspection report number 66, 

conducted on 1/22/2014, identified slope failures at three stations: 47+60, 

66+00, and 71+40 (see Appendix E). The report notes that corrective actions 

were completed at the first two stations the same day as the inspection. The 

report also notes that the repairs to station 71+40 would be completed by 

1/29/2014. Reports 67 through 69 (mistakenly marked as #68), dated 1/29/2014 

through 2/12/2014, note that “A repair date has yet to be determined but will be 

in the near future” with respect to the slope failures at station 71+40. Subsequent 

inspection reports, up to and including the last inspection report developed prior 

to my inspection (number 78, dated 3/19/2014), fail to note any repairs or 

modifications at station 71+40. Part 5.2.1 of the CGP notes that “If it is 

infeasible to complete the installation or repair within 7 calendar days, you 

must document in your records why it is infeasible to complete the installation 

or repair within the 7 calendar day timeframe and document your schedule for 

installing the stormwater control(s) and making it operational as soon as 

practicable after the 7-day timeframe”. The SWPPP appears to lack any 

definitive plans or schedule for implementing repairs to address specific slope 

failures.  

 

 *         Given the size of the Burma Road SWPPP, I knew I would not have time to 

conduct a detailed review of the document during the on-site inspection. I asked 

Ms. Hardy to provide me with a copy. Ms. Hardy stopped by the EPA Idaho 

Operations Office the week after the inspection to deliver the copy of the 
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SWPPP I had requested. The training documentation that was absent from the 

SWPPP at the time of the on-site portion of the inspection was included in the 

copy delivered to me by Ms. Hardy.  

 

VII. Site Tour 
 

Upon completion of my on-site review of the SWPPP, I requested a tour of the Burma 

Road project starting from the junction with SH 97 up to the intersection with Gotham 

Bay Road. As we were preparing to leave for the tour, June Bergquist (IDEQ) arrived at 

the site. Soon after Ms. Bergquist’s arrival, at approximately 2:00 pm, we left the 

construction office area and drove down to the SH 97 junction near the shore of Lake 

Coeur d’ Alene. Vehicles and drivers were provided by Apollo and DEA.  

 

The slope failures and the efforts to address the failures were obvious throughout the 

length of the project (see Photos 27-47). Vast areas where the BFM had separated from 

the slope faces had been covered with visqueen to minimize the impact of 

raindrop/splash erosion.  With the notable exception of the E. Litten Lane cut slope, 

saturated soils had been excavated from many of the slopes where worst seepage and 

slope failures had occurred. The slope excavations were refilled and armored with rock 

(see Photos 30, 32, 35). In at least one location, the slope failure and subsequent repair 

work required the re-stabilization of a utility pole that was in danger of falling over.  

 

One of the most problematic areas observed during the site tour (conducted primarily on 

foot starting from the west end of the project at the intersection with SH 97) involved 

the steep cut slope along the entrance to E Litten Lane. According to the stormwater 

inspection reports, this slope has exhibited extensive slope failure since January, 2014 

at the latest. Project engineers claim that the slope is currently too unstable to safely 

implement a long-term solution (there may also be an easement issues since so much of 

the slope has sloughed off ; any long-term fix will likely require the removal of soil to 

reduce the angle of the slope which will, in turn, require the acquisition of property 

rights beyond the existing slope). As a temporary measure, “eco-blocks” (large concrete 

barriers made from left-over or unused concrete) have been placed along the toe of the 

slope to keep soil from inundating E. Litten Lane. The slope face was hydroseeded the 

very day of this inspection; the E. Litten Lane slope was bare when I passed it on the 

way to the construction site office in the morning but it was coated with the green 

hyroseed material by mid-afternoon. Portions of the slope had already begun to show 

signs of slope failure by the time the tour began (see Photos 41 and 44). A major slope 

failure at E. Litten Lane could result in the discharge of significant amounts of sediment 

to Turner Creek.  

 

A little past the mid-point of the tour, while we were in the vicinity of the intersection 

with Carlin Bay Road (near the location of the temporary Burma Road construction 

office), June Bergquist and Tony Davis were driven back to the construction office to 

pick up Ms. Bergquist’s vehicle so she and Tony could return to Coeur d’ Alene.    

 

As we reviewed the many slope failures that had occurred and the obvious need for 
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additional maintenance and repair, I asked those present if there were any corrective 

measures that were not currently being employed that could readily be implemented to 

prevent further erosion and  to minimize future slope failures at the site. John Oldham 

and Brett Brown (Apollo) noted that the addition of more rock to some of the slide 

areas would help armor and stabilize the site. I asked if these materials were available. 

The Apollo representatives indicated that rock was available nearby. This was 

confirmed by Ms. Hardy.  

 

As the tour progressed, I observed the areas on the upper portion of the Burma Road 

project where a soil nail wall and a mechanically stabilized earth (MSE) wall are being 

constructed to control erosion on some of the steeper, more sensitive slopes near the 

upper end of the project (these structures were part of the original Burma Road plan 

design). Upon completion of the tour, we returned to the construction office to conduct 

a closing conference.  

 

VIII. Closing Conference 
 

At the beginning of the closing conference, I noted that it seemed to be well known 

from the early stages of the Burma Road project that the steep slopes throughout the 

project area posed significant erosion and sediment control challenges in addition to 

inherent slope stability issues. Given the known presence of groundwater seeps and the 

history of slope failures associated with road construction in the area, it seemed 

apparent that more could have/should have been done to anticipate the erosion problems 

and to minimize the steep slope disturbances. I mentioned that it was hard to imagine 

that there could have been any reasonable expectation that vegetative stabilization, 

applied at the end of October, would take hold on the steep, rocky slopes over the 

course of the upcoming winter months. I expressed concerns about the potential failure 

to implement corrective actions at the site and/or the failure to document why it was 

infeasible to implement corrective actions within the time frame specified in Part 5 of 

the CGP. To prevent any further discharges to Turner Creek or to Lake Coeur d’ Alene 

from the Burma Road project, I suggested that the operators implement any feasible 

corrective actions necessary to stabilize the site and prevent further erosion and slope 

failure. When asked if this meant the addition of rock armor to help stabilize some of 

the slopes, I replied that armoring sounded like a viable option but that it was not my 

role to dictate the use of any particular control measure. I did stress the importance of 

implementing any feasible corrective actions as soon as possible, as required by Part 5 

of the CGP, to prevent or minimize any further erosion that could potentially lead to 

additional discharges of sediment to Turner Creek.  

 

After discussing the slope failure issues, I noted two additional areas of concern I had 

identified during my brief review of the SWPPP: insufficient training documentation for 

all members of the stormwater team and an apparent failure to comply with the 

corrective action requirements outlined in Part 5 of the CGP. I also requested a 

complete copy of the project SWPPP from Ms. Hardy.  

 

All the operators (LHTAC and Apollo in particular) had questions concerning the next 
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step in the compliance inspection process. They were also very interested in knowing 

what the dollar amount associated with any fines or penalties might be. I explained that 

my role as an inspector was solely to record my observations and document them in a 

report that would eventually be passed on to the NPDES Compliance Unit (NCU) in 

Seattle. It would up to the NCU, I explained, to determine if there were any violations 

of the CGP and, if so, any enforcement action(s) that might be warranted. I also 

explained that it could be a matter of months before any such determination would be 

made.  

 

I invited the operator representatives to contact me if they had any questions about the 

inspection and thanked them for their time. I left the site shorty after 5:30 pm. 

 

IX. Areas of Concern 

 

The following areas of concern were noted during the course of this inspection: 

 

1. Failure to minimize the disturbance of steep slopes. Part 2.1.2.6 of the CGP 

requires the site operator(s) to minimize the disturbance of steep slopes.  

Quoting from the CGP: “in cases where steep slope disturbances are required, 

minimizing the disturbances…can be accomplished through the implementation 

of a number of standard erosion and sediment control practices, such as by 

phasing disturbances to these areas and using stabilization practices designed 

to be used on steep grades”. Phasing, in the context of the CGP (or sequencing 

as it is referred to in subchapter EC-1 of ITD’s Best Management Practices 

Manual), typically involves breaking the project down into smaller, more 

manageable sections (or “phases”) of soil disturbance with each phase partially 

completed (e.g., implementation of final stabilization measures) before moving 

on to the next phase. Section 3.3, Nature of the Construction Activity, of the 

Burma Road SWPPP specifically notes that no more than 4 acres of soil will be 

disturbed at one time (p.10). It appears that the only attempts that were made to 

adhere to the 4 acre limit involved the frequent application of mulch to stabilize 

disturbed areas. This was recognized and identified in the Log as a temporary 

stabilization measure. Starting with inspection report number 30 (08/02/2013), 

the stormwater inspector(s) routinely noted that heavy rains washed the mulch 

from the slope faces.  

 

On Thursday, May 8, 2014 I called Brett Brown (Apollo) to ask about the 

stormwater inspections conducted during the winter shutdown. He told me they 

(Apollo) had continued conducting stormwater inspections on the regular 

inspection schedule. Mr. Brown also told me that the original project schedule 

did not call for final stabilization until October 30, 2013. Because of the slope 

failure problems that developed near the end of September 2013 and the fact that 

it was clear that the project would not be finished by the end of the construction 

season in October 2013, the decision was made to begin final stabilization on 

October 2, 2013. Prior to this time, the disturbed soils throughout the 28 acre 

site were essentially unstabilized. It does not appear that any special 
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“…stabilization practices designed to be used on steep grades” were ever 

implemented (or were going to be implemented) until the end of the project or 

the end of the construction season.  

 

During the opening conference, Ms. Hardy had claimed that final stabilization, 

involving the application of the seed-imbedded BFM, did satisfy the Part 2.1.2.6 

requirement to employ stabilization practice designed for steep grades. When I 

asked her how well the final stabilization practice had worked, she claimed that 

it would have been successful had it not been for the heavy rain-on-snow event 

that occurred on or about March 5, 2014. Ms. Hardy and Mr. Suhr (DEA) 

provided me with a number of local newspaper articles describing the intensity 

of the March 5, 2014 rainfall event. It was this event, according to Ms. Hardy, 

that led to the failure of the BFM and any subsequent slope failures.  

 

Beginning with stormwater inspection report number 50 (11/08/2013) from the 

Burma Road SWPPP, I noted that slope failures continued to be reported on a 

regular basis after the application of the BFM. Report 65 (01/15/2014) notes 

that “Numerous slope failures throughout project have been noted to expand 

and worsen…” Other noteworthy inspection comments include the following:   

 

 Report 71 (02/19/2014), Section 5 – “Temporary erosion control 

measures on the slopes throughout the project are failing. BFM is losing 

and/or has lost its effectiveness.” From Section 6 – “Many areas of 

saturated slopes show signs of near future failures. A proactive 

approach should be taken to prevent further damage.  

 

 Report 72 (02/25/2014), Section 6 – “Hydro mulch (BFM) has and/or is 

losing its effectiveness. Has washed down slopes revealing bare soils 

beneath. Erosion controls need provided in these areas to prevent 

further damage to the slopes…” 

 

The two reports noted above were conducted during or soon after rainfall events 

in February 2014. This would suggest that the BFM was well on its way to 

failure (as a final stabilization measure) before the March 2014 event described 

by Ms. Hardy. It is conceivable that the BMF might have worked if it had been 

applied sequentially upon completion of each 4 acre section of the project. The 

failure of the BFM, when applied to the steep, rocky slopes, slopes with little 

topsoil and known seepage issues, at the very end of the construction season, 

seems inevitable. While the worst failures appear to have occurred on or about 

March 5, 2014, failure of the BFM in some locations became apparent within 

days of its application in October 2013. It does not appear that the operators 

made any serious effort to comply with the Part 2.1.2.6 requirement to minimize 

the disturbance of steep slopes. Furthermore, it would appear that this lack of 

effort played a major role in the slope failures that occurred on the site.  
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2. Failure to comply with Corrective Action Requirements. Part 5 of the CGP 

outlines corrective actions that must be implemented within a specific time 

frame. Corrective actions are actions the operator(s) must take in compliance 

with Part 5 to: 

 Repair, modify, or replace any stormwater control used at the site;  

 Clean up and properly dispose of spills, releases, or other deposits; or 

 Remedy a permit violation.  

When corrective actions are warranted, Part 5.2.1 of the CGP requires the 

operator(s) to “…install a new or modified control and make it operational, or 

complete the repair, by no later than 7 calendar days from the time of discovery. 

If it is infeasible to complete the installation or repair within 7 calendar days, 

you must document in your records why it is infeasible to complete the 

installation or repair within the 7 calendar day time frame and document you 

schedule for installing the stormwater control(s) and making it operational as 

soon as practicable after the 7-day time frame [emphasis added]”. 

 

During my review of the Burma Road SWPPP, I noted that slope failures were 

observed at three separate stations during a site inspection conducted by Jeremy 

Jenkins and Teresa Neumann on 1/22/2014. These observations were noted on 

Stormwater Compliance Inspection report number. The slope failures were 

noted at stations 47+60, 66+00 and 71+40. The report notes that corrective 

actions were completed at the first two stations the same day as the inspection. 

With respect to station 71+40, the report notes “A corrective action to repair the 

slope at the before mentioned Stationing is required. Failure to repair the area 

will result in a near future failure”. The date to be completed is listed as 

1/29/2014. Reports 67 through 69, dated 1/29/2014 through 2/12/2014, note that 

“A repair date has yet to be determined but will be in the near future” with 

respect to the slope failures at station 71+40. Subsequent inspection reports, up 

to and including the last inspection report developed prior to my inspection 

(number 78, dated 3/19/2014), fail to note any repairs or modifications at station 

71+40.  

 

In this particular instance, the inspection reports make it clear that the operators 

did not implement immediate corrective action to address the slope failure at 

station 71+40. The brief notation recorded in subsequent reports also make it 

clear that corrective actions were not implemented within the 7-calendar days 

required by Part 5 of the CGP. At the time of this inspection, I could not locate, 

and the operators could not produce, any documentation that would explain why 

it was infeasible to complete repairs (slope stabilization) within the 7-calendar 

day timeframe. Similarly, at the time of the inspection, I could not locate, and 

the operators could not produce, a schedule documenting when repairs would 

take place.  

 

During a more in-depth review of the Burma Road SWPPP, I came across a 

number of instances involving erosion and sediment control requiring 

maintenance that were not addressed within the timeframe specified in Part 5 of 
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Inspection site
or facility name:

Burma Road
Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97

Physical Location: Burma Road, Mile Post 100 to 102.79
Coeur d’ Alene, ID (east side of lake)

NPDES ID #: IDR12C962, IDR12C968, and IDR12C974

Type of Inspection: CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection 

Date of Inspection: March 25, 2014

Inspector(s): Patrick Stoll, EPA/R10/IEMU/IOO
Tony Davis (SEE Employee), EPA/R10/IEMU

Image capture device: Panasonic Lumix DMC-TS4

Location where
original/archived 
images are stored:

Shared Drive: CDBS > APPS > OCE > IEMUnit > Stoll >
CGP > Burma Road > Burma Road_Archive_Photos

Original file type, pixel 
dimensions, and file #s,
(assigned by camera):

JPG; 4000 x 3000 pixels; Image numbers
P1000410 through P1000453

Folder name for resized 
images and pixel dimensions 
(for use in Photo Log):

Burma Road_LowRes ;  800x600 pixels

Photo Log Image ID #s: Images numbered: 1-51

Digital images recorded by: Patrick Stoll unless otherwise noted (i.e., Google Earth, 
June Bergquist, Karissa Hardy)

Drainage/flow direction:

Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 1 – from Google Earth Pro (imagery date 07/14/2013)
Overview of Lake Coeur d’ Alene and surrounding area

City of Coeur d’ Alene

Lake Coeur d’ Alene

Mica Bay

Burma Road
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 2 – from Google Earth Pro (imagery date 07/14/2013)
Lake Coeur d’ Alene and Turner Bay

Mica Bay

Turner Bay
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 3 – from Google Earth Pro (imagery date 07/14/2013)
Burma Road details

Burma Road – paved portion

Burma Road – project area
(gravel portion) 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 4 – from Google Earth Pro (imagery date 07/14/2013)
Burma Road and Turner Creek

Turner CreekBurma Road
construction office

Turner
Bay

2161’ elevation

2858’ elevation 

27



Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 5 - Photo and description from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
“Failed sloped with tackifier and mulch”

Photo No. 6 - Photo from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 7 - Photo and description from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
“Project discharge at Turner Creek”; according to Karissa Hardy (phone conversation on 05/08/2014), this is 

not actually direct runoff from the project but the confluence of Turner Creek and an unnamed 
tributary that does convey runoff from the project. 

Photo No. 8 - Photo and description from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
“Turner Creek at mouth of Lake Coeur d’ Alene”
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 8a – Photo by June Bergquist; 9/30/2013
Turner Creek at SH 97 bridge

Photo No. 8b – Photo by June Bergquist; 9/30/2013
Turner Creek discharge into Turner Bay/Lake Coeur d’ Alene
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 9 - Photo and description from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
“Turner Bay at Lake Coeur d’ Alene”

Photo No. 10 - Photo and description from report by Karissa Hardy, Rain Event 9/28/2013 – 9/30/2013
“Failed slope near Lake Coeur d’ Alene” at junction of Burma Road and SH 97 (PS)
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 11, Photo by June Bergquist;  10/10/2013
Slope failure, post BFM application, near junction with SH 97

Photo No. 12, Photo by June Bergquist;  10/10/2013
Additional slope failure, post BFM application, east of junction with SH 97
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 13, Photo by June Bergquist;  10/10/2013
Saturated soil and slope failure east of E. Litten Lane

Photo No. 14, Photo by June Bergquist;  10/10/2013
Soil nail wall and BFM coated slope at Canton Lane
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 15, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Plume from Turner Creek into Turner Bay/Lake Coeur d’ Alene; facing SE

Photo No. 16, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Plume from Turner Creek into Turner Bay/Lake Coeur d’ Alene; facing SW
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 17, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Seeps discharging from bank; all BFM appears to have sloughed off the face of the slope. 

Photo No. 18, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
More evidence of slope failure – minimal BFM remaining at the top of the slope.
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 19, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Visqueen on slope

Photo No. 20, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
BMF and slope failure; this utility pole eventually required restabilization.
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 21, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Slope failure at E. Litten Lane – note beginning of new separation at crest. 

Photo No. 22, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/07/2014
Turbid stormwater discharge from roadside ditch to vegetative buffer before Turner Creek.
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection

Photo No. 23, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/14/2014
Turbid runoff in ditch on north side of the road; this runoff would flow into a ditch on the east side 

of SH 97. Operators claimed all water seeped into ditch.  (statement to Stoll on 03/25/2014).

Photo No. 24, Photo by June Bergquist;  03/14/2014
Turbid stormwater runoff from project flowing to vegetative area above Turner Creek

Turner Creek

Silt fence

Turbid runoff 
from project
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No . 25 (P1000410)
Facing south on Highway 97; ditch conveys some stormwater from the Burma Road project; at high flow, 

stormwater runoff has flowed across the highway with potential discharge to Lake Coeur d’ Alene. 

Photo No. 26 (P1000412)
Facing east – the beginning of the Burma Road project. 

Junction of Burma Road
with SH 97

39



Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 27 (P1000413)
Facing NE – the first steep slope at the beginning of the project; 

note remnants of the failed bonded fiber matrix (BFM).

Photo No. 28 (P1000414)
The black plastic pipe conveys water from seeps in the upper cut to rock-lined ditch; rock armors 

part of slope where BFM has sloughed off; visqueen protects slope from rain/splash impact. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 29 (P1000415)
Facing west – the road junction and start of project (Photos 26-26) lies just below the crest of the road; 

Lake Coeur d’ Alene is visible in the background. 

Photo No. 30 (P1000417)
Facing west – a short distance from the start of the project, the BFM is holding on some of the shallower

slopes; the rock armor fills in a location where saturated soil was removed from a significant seep. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 31 (P1000420)
Facing east – the BFM has failed throughout this section; the visqueen (plastic) is intended to 

protect the bare slopes from direct rain impact to prevent splash erosion. 

Photo No. 32 (P1000421)
Facing northwest – the rock armor was installed to replace saturated soil in area of a significant seep; 

the visqueen was applied later after failure of the BFM.
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 33 (P1000422)
Facing northeast – one of the many areas where the BFM has washed away from the slope face.

Photo No. 34 (P1000423)
Facing northwest – erosion and slope failure threatens the integrity of this utility pole. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 35 (P000424)
Facing north – slope failure (in area where rock armor has been applied) threatened the 

integrity of this utility pole; the utility company has stabilized the pole. 

Photo No. 36 (P000426)
Facing southeast – this slope is at the base or entrance to Skyview Lane; the first of

three private roads leading into Burma Road from the north. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 37 (P1000429)
Facing west – this is the far end of the slope noted in the previous photo. 

Photo No. 38 (P1000430)
Facing southeast – traveling east on Burma Road, this slope is on the approach to the second private

road - E. Litten Lane. This area has experienced some of the worst of the slope failures. 

Turnoff to Skyview Lane
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 39 (P1000431)
Facing east – approaching E. Litten Lane and the worst of the slope failures. 

Photo No. 40 (P1000432)
Facing east – Burma Road drops and curves to the right, E. Litten Lane curves to the left. The green area 

was hydroseeded between the time I first arrived at the site and the time of the site tour. 

46



Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 41 (P1000433)
Facing northwest – the slope failure at E. Litten Lane appears to a an almost continuous and ongoing 

occurrence. The green hydroseed was applied just a few hours before the site tour. 

Photo No. 42 (P1000435)
Facing east – the concrete “ecology” blocks have been placed all along the toe of the slopes 

along the E. Litten Lane area in an effort to hold back the unstable soils. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 43 (P1000437)
Facing northeast – this is the unstable slope along E. Litten Lane. According to the operators, fissures forming

along the top of the slope (parallel with the crest) suggest that additional failures are imminent. 

Photo No. 44 (P1000439)
Facing southwest – this is the far end of the E. Litten Lane slope. The operators claim that the slope must

dry out before it is safe to repair it. Since the top of the slope has eroded back to the border of the 
current easement, property purchase may be necessary before final repairs can be made. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 45 (P1000442)
Facing east – the eroded slopes along Burma Road east of the junction with E. Litten Lane. 

Photo No. 46 (P1000444)
Facing east – the eroded slopes along Burma Road east of the junction with E. Litten Lane. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 47 (P1000445)
Facing north – rock armoring and visqueen used  to control erosion 

on slopes throughout the site.

Photo No. 48 (P1000449)
Facing west southwest – Turner Creek flows through new culvert installed below Carlin Bay Road as 

part of the Burma Road Project. The freshly cut banks along the creek were 
eroded during the winter rainfall events. 

Carlin Bay Road
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 49 (P000450)
Facing west northwest – the SWPPP notice posted on the north side of Burma Road 

across from the junction with Carlin Bay Road noted in the previous photo. 
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Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97 – Photo Log
CGP Compliance Evaluation Inspection; March 25, 2014

Photo No. 50(P1000451)
Facing southwest – water flowing from the seeps in the slope is retained  in the 

visqueen near the upper portion of the project. 

Photo No. 51 (P1000452)
Facing northeast – the soil nail wall is shrouded in visqueen near the upper portion of the Burma Road project.

Water from seeps
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NPDES
FORM
3510-9

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) FOR STORMWATER DISCHARGES
ASSOCIATED WITH CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY UNDER AN

NPDES GENERAL PERMIT

Form Approved.
OMB Nos. 2040-0004

Submission of this Notice of Intent (NOI) constitutes notice that the operator identified in Section II of this form requests authorization to discharge pursuant to the
NPDES Construction General Permit (CGP) permit number identified in Section I of this form. Submission of this NOI also constitutes notice that the operator identified
in Section II of this form meets the eligibility requirements of Parts 1.1 and 1.2 of the CGP for the project identified in Section III of this form. Permit coverage is
required prior to commencement of construction activity until you are eligible to terminate coverage as detailed in Part 8 of the CGP. To obtain authorization, you must
submit a complete and accurate NOI form. Discharges are not authorized if your NOI is incomplete or inaccurate or if you were never eligible for permit coverage.
Refer to the instructions at the end of this form.

I. Approval to Use Paper NOI Form

Yes NOHave you been given approval from the Regional Office to use this paper NOI form*?

If yes, provide the reason you need to use this paper form, the name of the EPA Regional Office staff person who approved your use of this form, and the date of
approval:

Reason for using paper form:

Name of EPA staff person:

Date approval obtained:

* Note: You are required to obtain approval from the applicable Regional Office prior to using this paper NOI form.

II. Permit Information:                                                                                                      Tracking Number (EPA Use Only) IDR12C962

Permit Number:  IDR120000 (see Appendix B of the CGP for the list of eligible permit numbers)

III. Operator Information

Name:  Local Highway Technical Assistance Council

Phone:  208 344 0565 Fax (Optional): 208 344 0789

Email:  jmiles@lhtac.org

IRS Employer Identification Number (EIN):  82-0482759

Point of Contact (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  Jeff   Miles

Mailing Address:

Street:  3330 Grace Street

City:  Boise State:  ID Zip:  83703

NOI Preparer (Complete if NOI was prepared by someone other than the certifier):

Prepared by (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  Karissa  Hardy

Organization:  LHTAC

Phone: Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  khardy@lhtac.org
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IV. Project/Site Information

U.S.G.S topographical map EPA Web Site GPS Other:________

NAD 27 NAD 83 or WGS 84 Unknown

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Project/Site Name:  Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97

Project/Site Address:

Street/Location:  Burma Road, MP 100 to 102.79

City:  Coeur d'Alene State:  ID Zip:  83864

County or similar government subdivision:  Kootenai

For the project/site for which you are seeking permit coverage, provide the following information:

Latitude/Longitude (Use one of three possible formats, and specify method)

Latitude 1. 47,35,11 N(degrees, minutes, seconds) Longitude 1. 116,44,40 W(degrees, minutes, seconds)

2. _________ N(degrees, minutes, decimal) 2. _________ W(degrees, minutes, decimal)

3. _________ N(degrees, decimals) 3. _________ W(degrees, decimals)

Latitude/Longitude Data Source:

If you used a U.S.G.S. topographic map, what was the scale?

Horizontal Reference Datum:

Is your project located in Indian Country lands?

If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the area of Indian country (including name of Indian reservation, if applicable), or if not in Indian
country, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you requesting coverage under this NOI as a "federal operator" as defined in Appendix A?

Estimated Project Start Date: 02/25/2013 Estimated Project Completion Date: 10/31/2014

Estimated Area to be Disturbed (to the nearest quarter acre): 25.0

Have earth-disturbing activities commenced on your project/site?

If yes, is your project an emergency-related project?

Have stormwater discharges from your project/site been covered previously under an NPDES permit?

If yes, provide the Tracking Number if you had coverage under EPA's CGP or the NPDES permit number if you had coverage under an EPA individual
permit:

V. Discharge Information

Yes No

Yes No

Does your project/site discharge stormwater into a Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer System (MS4)?

Are there any surface waters within 50 feet of your project's earth disturbances?

Receiving Waters and Wetlands Information: (Attach a separate list if necessary)

Surface water(s) to
which discharge

Impaired Water Listed Water Pollutant(s) Tier 2, 2.5 or 3 Source TMDL Name and
Pollutant

Turner Creek and its
tributaries

No Yes IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Turner Bay on Coeur
d'Alene Lake

Yes METALS (OTHER THAN
MERCURY)

No IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Coeur d'Alene Lake and
River Sub

Describe the methods you used to complete the above table: Please refer to the Source(s) in the above table.

VI. Chemical Treatment Information

Yes No

Yes No

Will you use polymers, flocculants, or other treatment chemicals at your construction site?

If yes, will you use cationic treatment chemicals* at your construction site?
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Yes NoIf yes, have you been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance of
filing your NOI*?

If you have been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office, attach a copy of your authorization letter and include
documentation of the appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment chemicals will not lead to a
violation of water quality standards.

Please indicate the treatment chemicals that you will use:

* Note: You are ineligible for coverage under this permit unless you notify your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance and the EPA office authorizes
coverage under this permit after you have included appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment
chemicals will not lead to a violation of water quality standards.

VII. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Information

Yes NoHas the SWPPP been prepared in advance of filing this NOI?

SWPPP Contact Information:

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name:  Jeff  Miles

Organization:  LHTAC

Phone:  208 333 0565 Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  jmile@lhtac.org

VIII. Endangered Species Protection

A B C D E F

Using the instructions in Appendix D of the CGP, under which criterion listed in Appendix D are you eligible for coverage under this permit (only check 1 box)?

Provide a brief summary of the basis for criterion selection listed in Appendix D (e.g., communication with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service, specific study):correspondence from George Stephens, IFG 3/16/2010

If you select criterion B, provide the Tracking Number from the other operator's notification of authorization under this permit:

If you select criterion C, you must attach a copy of your site map (see Part 7.2.6 of the permit), and you must answer the following questions:

What federally-listed species or federally-designated critical habitat are located in your "action area":

What is the distance between your site and the listed species or critical habitat (miles):

If you select criterion D, E, or F, attach copies of any letters or other communications between you and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service.

IX. Historic Preservation

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Is your project/site located on a property of religious or cultural significance to an Indian tribe?

           If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you installing any stormwater controls as described in Appendix E that require subsurface earth disturbance? (Appendix E, Step 1)

If yes, have prior surveys or evaluations conducted on the site have already determined historic properties do not exist, or that prior
disturbances have precluded the existence of historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 2)

If no, have you determined that your installation of subsurface earth-disturbing stormwater controls will have no effect on
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 3)

If no, did the SHPO, THPO, or other tribal representative (whichever applies) respond to you within the 15 calendar
days to indicate whether the subsurface earth disturbances caused by the installation of stormwater controls affect
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 4)

If yes, describe the nature of their response:

Written indication that adverse effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater controls can be mitigated by agreed upon
actions.

No agreement has been reached regarding measures to mitigate effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater
controls.

Other:  ____
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X. Certification Information

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure
that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those
persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name: Jeff  Miles

Title:

Signature: Date: Monday, February 11, 2013

E-mail: jmiles@lhtac.org
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NPDES
FORM
3510-9

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) FOR STORMWATER DISCHARGES
ASSOCIATED WITH CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY UNDER AN

NPDES GENERAL PERMIT

Form Approved.
OMB Nos. 2040-0004

Submission of this Notice of Intent (NOI) constitutes notice that the operator identified in Section II of this form requests authorization to discharge pursuant to the
NPDES Construction General Permit (CGP) permit number identified in Section I of this form. Submission of this NOI also constitutes notice that the operator identified
in Section II of this form meets the eligibility requirements of Parts 1.1 and 1.2 of the CGP for the project identified in Section III of this form. Permit coverage is
required prior to commencement of construction activity until you are eligible to terminate coverage as detailed in Part 8 of the CGP. To obtain authorization, you must
submit a complete and accurate NOI form. Discharges are not authorized if your NOI is incomplete or inaccurate or if you were never eligible for permit coverage.
Refer to the instructions at the end of this form.

I. Approval to Use Paper NOI Form

Yes NOHave you been given approval from the Regional Office to use this paper NOI form*?

If yes, provide the reason you need to use this paper form, the name of the EPA Regional Office staff person who approved your use of this form, and the date of
approval:

Reason for using paper form:

Name of EPA staff person:

Date approval obtained:

* Note: You are required to obtain approval from the applicable Regional Office prior to using this paper NOI form.

II. Permit Information:                                                                                                      Tracking Number (EPA Use Only) IDR12C968

Permit Number:  IDR120000 (see Appendix B of the CGP for the list of eligible permit numbers)

III. Operator Information

Name:  East Side Highway District

Phone:  208 765 4714 Fax (Optional):

Email:  jp@imaxmail.net

IRS Employer Identification Number (EIN):  82-0296965

Point of Contact (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  John  Pankratz

Mailing Address:

Street:  6095 E Mullan Trail Road

City:  Coeur d'Alene State:  ID Zip:  83814

NOI Preparer (Complete if NOI was prepared by someone other than the certifier):

Prepared by (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  Karissa  Hardy

Organization:  Local Highway Technical Assistance Council

Phone: Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  khardy@lhtac.org
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IV. Project/Site Information

U.S.G.S topographical map EPA Web Site GPS Other:________

NAD 27 NAD 83 or WGS 84 Unknown

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Project/Site Name:  Burma Road, Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97

Project/Site Address:

Street/Location:  Burma Road, MP 100 to 102.79

City:  Coeur d'Alene State:  ID Zip:  83864

County or similar government subdivision:  Kootenai

For the project/site for which you are seeking permit coverage, provide the following information:

Latitude/Longitude (Use one of three possible formats, and specify method)

Latitude 1. 47,35,11 N(degrees, minutes, seconds) Longitude 1. 116,44,40 W(degrees, minutes, seconds)

2. _________ N(degrees, minutes, decimal) 2. _________ W(degrees, minutes, decimal)

3. _________ N(degrees, decimals) 3. _________ W(degrees, decimals)

Latitude/Longitude Data Source:

If you used a U.S.G.S. topographic map, what was the scale?

Horizontal Reference Datum:

Is your project located in Indian Country lands?

If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the area of Indian country (including name of Indian reservation, if applicable), or if not in Indian
country, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you requesting coverage under this NOI as a "federal operator" as defined in Appendix A?

Estimated Project Start Date: 02/25/2013 Estimated Project Completion Date: 10/31/2014

Estimated Area to be Disturbed (to the nearest quarter acre): 25.0

Have earth-disturbing activities commenced on your project/site?

If yes, is your project an emergency-related project?

Have stormwater discharges from your project/site been covered previously under an NPDES permit?

If yes, provide the Tracking Number if you had coverage under EPA's CGP or the NPDES permit number if you had coverage under an EPA individual
permit:

V. Discharge Information

Yes No

Yes No

Does your project/site discharge stormwater into a Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer System (MS4)?

Are there any surface waters within 50 feet of your project's earth disturbances?

Receiving Waters and Wetlands Information: (Attach a separate list if necessary)

Surface water(s) to
which discharge

Impaired Water Listed Water Pollutant(s) Tier 2, 2.5 or 3 Source TMDL Name and
Pollutant

Turner Bay on Coeur
d'Alene Lake

Yes METALS (OTHER THAN
MERCURY)

No IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Coeur d'Alene Lake and
River Sub

Turner Creek and
Tributaries

No Yes IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Describe the methods you used to complete the above table: Please refer to the Source(s) in the above table.

VI. Chemical Treatment Information

Yes No

Yes No

Will you use polymers, flocculants, or other treatment chemicals at your construction site?

If yes, will you use cationic treatment chemicals* at your construction site?
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Yes NoIf yes, have you been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance of
filing your NOI*?

If you have been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office, attach a copy of your authorization letter and include
documentation of the appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment chemicals will not lead to a
violation of water quality standards.

Please indicate the treatment chemicals that you will use:

* Note: You are ineligible for coverage under this permit unless you notify your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance and the EPA office authorizes
coverage under this permit after you have included appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment
chemicals will not lead to a violation of water quality standards.

VII. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Information

Yes NoHas the SWPPP been prepared in advance of filing this NOI?

SWPPP Contact Information:

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name:  John  Pankratz

Organization:  East Side Highway District

Phone:  208 765 4714 Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  jp@imaxmail.net

VIII. Endangered Species Protection

A B C D E F

Using the instructions in Appendix D of the CGP, under which criterion listed in Appendix D are you eligible for coverage under this permit (only check 1 box)?

Provide a brief summary of the basis for criterion selection listed in Appendix D (e.g., communication with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service, specific study):correspondence with George Stephens, IFG 3/16/2010

If you select criterion B, provide the Tracking Number from the other operator's notification of authorization under this permit:

If you select criterion C, you must attach a copy of your site map (see Part 7.2.6 of the permit), and you must answer the following questions:

What federally-listed species or federally-designated critical habitat are located in your "action area":

What is the distance between your site and the listed species or critical habitat (miles):

If you select criterion D, E, or F, attach copies of any letters or other communications between you and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service.

IX. Historic Preservation

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Is your project/site located on a property of religious or cultural significance to an Indian tribe?

           If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you installing any stormwater controls as described in Appendix E that require subsurface earth disturbance? (Appendix E, Step 1)

If yes, have prior surveys or evaluations conducted on the site have already determined historic properties do not exist, or that prior
disturbances have precluded the existence of historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 2)

If no, have you determined that your installation of subsurface earth-disturbing stormwater controls will have no effect on
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 3)

If no, did the SHPO, THPO, or other tribal representative (whichever applies) respond to you within the 15 calendar
days to indicate whether the subsurface earth disturbances caused by the installation of stormwater controls affect
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 4)

If yes, describe the nature of their response:

Written indication that adverse effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater controls can be mitigated by agreed upon
actions.

No agreement has been reached regarding measures to mitigate effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater
controls.

Other:  ____
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X. Certification Information

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure
that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those
persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name: John  Pankratz

Title:

Signature: Date: Monday, February 11, 2013

E-mail: jp@imaxmail.net

Status: ActiveEPA Form 3510-9 Page: 4  of 4

61



NPDES
FORM
3510-9

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

NOTICE OF INTENT (NOI) FOR STORMWATER DISCHARGES
ASSOCIATED WITH CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY UNDER AN

NPDES GENERAL PERMIT

Form Approved.
OMB Nos. 2040-0004

Submission of this Notice of Intent (NOI) constitutes notice that the operator identified in Section II of this form requests authorization to discharge pursuant to the
NPDES Construction General Permit (CGP) permit number identified in Section I of this form. Submission of this NOI also constitutes notice that the operator identified
in Section II of this form meets the eligibility requirements of Parts 1.1 and 1.2 of the CGP for the project identified in Section III of this form. Permit coverage is
required prior to commencement of construction activity until you are eligible to terminate coverage as detailed in Part 8 of the CGP. To obtain authorization, you must
submit a complete and accurate NOI form. Discharges are not authorized if your NOI is incomplete or inaccurate or if you were never eligible for permit coverage.
Refer to the instructions at the end of this form.

I. Approval to Use Paper NOI Form

Yes NOHave you been given approval from the Regional Office to use this paper NOI form*?

If yes, provide the reason you need to use this paper form, the name of the EPA Regional Office staff person who approved your use of this form, and the date of
approval:

Reason for using paper form:

Name of EPA staff person:

Date approval obtained:

* Note: You are required to obtain approval from the applicable Regional Office prior to using this paper NOI form.

II. Permit Information:                                                                                                      Tracking Number (EPA Use Only) IDR12C974

Permit Number:  IDR120000 (see Appendix B of the CGP for the list of eligible permit numbers)

III. Operator Information

Name:  Apollo Inc.

Phone:  5095861104 Fax (Optional): 5095853686

Email:  dhaight@apollo-gc.com

IRS Employer Identification Number (EIN):  91-1636892

Point of Contact (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  David  Haight

Mailing Address:

Street:  1133 W. Columbia Drive

City:  Kennewick State:  WA Zip:  99336

NOI Preparer (Complete if NOI was prepared by someone other than the certifier):

Prepared by (First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name):  Brett  Brown

Organization:  APOLLO INC.

Phone:  5095861104 Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  brettb@apollo-gc.com
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IV. Project/Site Information

U.S.G.S topographical map EPA Web Site GPS Other:________

NAD 27 NAD 83 or WGS 84 Unknown

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Project/Site Name:  Burma Road; Gotham Bay Road to Junction SH 97

Project/Site Address:

Street/Location:  Burma Road, MP 100 to 102.79

City:  Coeur d' Alene State:  ID Zip:  83864

County or similar government subdivision:  Kootenai

For the project/site for which you are seeking permit coverage, provide the following information:

Latitude/Longitude (Use one of three possible formats, and specify method)

Latitude 1. 47,35,11 N(degrees, minutes, seconds) Longitude 1. 116,44,40 W(degrees, minutes, seconds)

2. _________ N(degrees, minutes, decimal) 2. _________ W(degrees, minutes, decimal)

3. _________ N(degrees, decimals) 3. _________ W(degrees, decimals)

Latitude/Longitude Data Source:

If you used a U.S.G.S. topographic map, what was the scale?

Horizontal Reference Datum:

Is your project located in Indian Country lands?

If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the area of Indian country (including name of Indian reservation, if applicable), or if not in Indian
country, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you requesting coverage under this NOI as a "federal operator" as defined in Appendix A?

Estimated Project Start Date: 02/25/2013 Estimated Project Completion Date: 10/31/2014

Estimated Area to be Disturbed (to the nearest quarter acre): 25.0

Have earth-disturbing activities commenced on your project/site?

If yes, is your project an emergency-related project?

Have stormwater discharges from your project/site been covered previously under an NPDES permit?

If yes, provide the Tracking Number if you had coverage under EPA's CGP or the NPDES permit number if you had coverage under an EPA individual
permit:

V. Discharge Information

Yes No

Yes No

Does your project/site discharge stormwater into a Municipal Separate Storm
Sewer System (MS4)?

Are there any surface waters within 50 feet of your project's earth disturbances?

Receiving Waters and Wetlands Information: (Attach a separate list if necessary)

Surface water(s) to
which discharge

Impaired Water Listed Water Pollutant(s) Tier 2, 2.5 or 3 Source TMDL Name and
Pollutant

Turner Bay on Coeur d'
Alene Lake

Yes METALS (OTHER THAN
MERCURY)

No IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Coeur d'Alene Lake and
River Sub

Turner Creek and its
tributaries

No Yes IDEQ integrated report
and mapping

Describe the methods you used to complete the above table: Please refer to the Source(s) in the above table.

VI. Chemical Treatment Information

Yes No

Yes No

Will you use polymers, flocculants, or other treatment chemicals at your construction site?

If yes, will you use cationic treatment chemicals* at your construction site?
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Yes NoIf yes, have you been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance of
filing your NOI*?

If you have been authorized to use cationic treatment chemicals by your applicable EPA Regional Office, attach a copy of your authorization letter and include
documentation of the appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment chemicals will not lead to a
violation of water quality standards.

Please indicate the treatment chemicals that you will use:

* Note: You are ineligible for coverage under this permit unless you notify your applicable EPA Regional Office in advance and the EPA office authorizes
coverage under this permit after you have included appropriate controls and implementation procedures designed to ensure that your use of cationic treatment
chemicals will not lead to a violation of water quality standards.

VII. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) Information

Yes NoHas the SWPPP been prepared in advance of filing this NOI?

SWPPP Contact Information:

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name:  David  Haight

Organization:  Apollo Inc.

Phone:  5095861104 Fax (Optional):

E-mail:  dhaight@apollo-gc.com

VIII. Endangered Species Protection

A B C D E F

Using the instructions in Appendix D of the CGP, under which criterion listed in Appendix D are you eligible for coverage under this permit (only check 1 box)?

Provide a brief summary of the basis for criterion selection listed in Appendix D (e.g., communication with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service, specific study):correspondence with George Stephens, IFG 3/16/2010

If you select criterion B, provide the Tracking Number from the other operator's notification of authorization under this permit:

If you select criterion C, you must attach a copy of your site map (see Part 7.2.6 of the permit), and you must answer the following questions:

What federally-listed species or federally-designated critical habitat are located in your "action area":

What is the distance between your site and the listed species or critical habitat (miles):

If you select criterion D, E, or F, attach copies of any letters or other communications between you and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries
Service.

IX. Historic Preservation

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Is your project/site located on a property of religious or cultural significance to an Indian tribe?

           If yes, provide the name of the Indian tribe associated with the property:

Are you installing any stormwater controls as described in Appendix E that require subsurface earth disturbance? (Appendix E, Step 1)

If yes, have prior surveys or evaluations conducted on the site have already determined historic properties do not exist, or that prior
disturbances have precluded the existence of historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 2)

If no, have you determined that your installation of subsurface earth-disturbing stormwater controls will have no effect on
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 3)

If no, did the SHPO, THPO, or other tribal representative (whichever applies) respond to you within the 15 calendar
days to indicate whether the subsurface earth disturbances caused by the installation of stormwater controls affect
historic properties? (Appendix E, Step 4)

If yes, describe the nature of their response:

Written indication that adverse effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater controls can be mitigated by agreed upon
actions.

No agreement has been reached regarding measures to mitigate effects to historic properties from the installation of stormwater
controls.

Other:  ____
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X. Certification Information

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure
that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those
persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

First Name, Middle Initial, Last Name: David  Haight

Title: Operations Manager

Signature: Date: Monday, February 11, 2013

E-mail: dhaight@apollo-gc.com

Status: ActiveEPA Form 3510-9 Page: 4  of 4
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 Notice of Potential Violation of the ITD 2790   (Rev. 04-23-12) 
 Construction General Permit (CGP) or itd.idaho.gov 
 Notice of Prohibited Discharge 
 
Send completed form to HQ ENV SWPP 
 
Part 1 – Project Information 
Key Number Project Name District Region (if applicable) 

09462 Burma Road 1       
ITD NPDES Permit Number ITD Project Inspector’s Name Resident Engineer’s Name 

IDR12C974 Tony Butler Todd Bartolome, PE 
Project WPCM’s Name Prime Contractor’s Name 

Jeremy Jenkins/Bret Brown Apollo, Inc. 
Contractor NPDES Permit Number 

IDR12C974 
 
Part 2 – Construction General Permit (CGP) Potential Violation Information 

- ITD Must Report any Permit noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment to EPA verbally 
within 24 hours of discovery and in writing within 5 days of discovery per CGP Appendix I.12. 

 

Key Number Date Potential Violation Occurred Date District Aware of Potential Violation Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Issue 

09462 9/24/2013 9/24/2013 9/24/2013 
ITD 2802 Insp. Number Documenting Issue Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 

1-09462-38 9/24/2013 Completed by HQ ENV 9/24/2013 
 

Part 2A – Reason for Potential Violation and/or Incident Description 
On the morning of September 24, 2013 a significant rain event occurred and caused high water flows in the ditches 
throughout the project. In particular the incident occurred at the intersection of Burma road and Carlin Bay road. At 
this location the Carlin Bay road ditch eventually enters Turner creek at the recently installed fish passage. Current 
BMPs installed in this location include but not limited to straw wattles, silt fence, mulch and tackifier as well as rip rap 
closer to the inlet of the fish passage pipe.   
 

 
Part 2B – Provision of CGP Potentially Violated 

Section 5.2.1.2 
After review of the attached turbidity monitoring reports from 9/19/13 through 9/24/13 it can be determined that 
water quality standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 were greater than 50 NTU above background levels. As you will notice in 
the reports within a couple hours this location was back in compliance. Additionally when potential violations were 
occuring it was localized to Turner creek. Monitoring was conducted at the mouth of Turner creek and Lake Coeur d' 
Alene at which this point water quality standards were once again in compliance. Also after review of the monitoring 
you will notice NTUs continued decreasing throughout the day. It should be noted, as one would assume turbidity 
seems to significantly increase only during rain events.   
 

 
Part 2C – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Potential Violation of CGP 

The crew was very proactive and began reshaping the ditches, installing geotextile approximately 50 feet up the ditch 
line as well as placing 3" to 8" rip rap throughout the ditch. The crew also installed various check dams throughout the 
ditch. In addition our crews anticipate placing aggregate on the road in the coming weeks.   

 
Part 2D – Party Deemed Responsible for Potential Violation 

- Project Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer determines responsible party 
Determination of Responsible Party 

 ITD  Contractor  Subcontractor  To be Determined 
Explanation 
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Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):  Cloudy w/Rain approximately 50 to 60 degrees 
 
Part 3 – Prohibited Discharge Information 
Date Discharge Occurred Date District Aware of Discharge Name of Water Body Receiving Stormwater or Pollutant Discharge 

9/24/2013 9/24/2013 Turner Creek 
Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Discharge Impacts ITD 2802 Insp. # Documenting Discharge Water Body Receiving Discharge Has TMDL 

9/24/2013 1-09462-039  Yes  No 
Turbidity Was Tested During the Discharge Water Quality Samples Were Collected During the Discharge 

 Yes  No  Yes  No 
Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 
9/24/2013  Completed by HQ ENV 9/24/2013 

 
Discharges requiring reporting include the following: 
 

• Stormwater discharges from a disturbed area to a waterway or storm drain without treatment by a 
combination of erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
 

• Stormwater discharges to a waterway or storm drain system where the control measures (BMPs) have 
been overwhelmed, not properly installed, or not properly maintained. 
 

• Discharges where water quality sampling results indicate levels of turbidity exceeded State Water 
Quality Standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 (greater than 50 NTU above background levels instantaneously 
or 25 NTU for more than ten (10) consecutive days) in the water body sampled. 
 

• Any discharge identified in Part 2.3.1of the CGP 
 

• Non-stormwater discharges other than those listed in Section 1.3 of the CGP. 
 

• Discharges of hazardous substances above reportable quantities in Part 2.3.4 of CGP. 
 

• Any other discharges that may endanger human health or the environment. 
 

Part 3A – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Discharge or Impacts of Discharge 
Additional BMPs were installed as noted above.  

 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):  Cloudy, Rain, 50 to 60 degrees 
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 Notice of Potential Violation of the ITD 2790   (Rev. 04-23-12) 
 Construction General Permit (CGP) or itd.idaho.gov 
 Notice of Prohibited Discharge 
 
Send completed form to HQ ENV SWPP 
 
Part 1 – Project Information 
Key Number Project Name District Region (if applicable) 

09462 Burma Rd.; Gotham Bay rd. to SH-97  1       
ITD NPDES Permit Number ITD Project Inspector’s Name Resident Engineer’s Name 

IDR12C962 Tony Butler Todd Bartolome 
Project WPCM’s Name Prime Contractor’s Name 

Jeremy Jenkins Apollo inc. 
Contractor NPDES Permit Number 

IDR12C974 
 
Part 2 – Construction General Permit (CGP) Potential Violation Information 

- ITD Must Report any Permit noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment to EPA verbally 
within 24 hours of discovery and in writing within 5 days of discovery per CGP Appendix I.12. 

 

Key Number Date Potential Violation Occurred Date District Aware of Potential Violation Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Issue 

09462 9-29-2013 9-30-2013 9-30-2013 
ITD 2802 Insp. Number Documenting Issue Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 

40 9-30-2013 Completed by HQ ENV       
 

Part 2A – Reason for Potential Violation and/or Incident Description 

A significant storm event beginning September 28, 2013 continuing through September 29th accumulated over 1.5" of 
rain.  This rain event was accompanied by flash flood warnings in the area.  This rain event caused multiple slope 
failures on mulch/takifier stabilizedc sloped throughout the project.    The slope failures and other project erosion 
created significant discharges into Turner Creek, and the unamed tributary to Turner Creek which are both adjacent to 
the project.  Sediment bmps such as check dams and silt fences were overtopped with sediment accumulation.   In 
addition this storm event came on the heels of a previous storm event (3 days prior), soils throughout the project were 
already heavily saturated from the previous rain event compounding erosion issues/slope failures. Several culvert 
crossings discharged sediment laden water into the adjacent creeks.  A turbidity plume was visible where Turner Creek 
discharges into Lake Coeur d'Alene.     
 

 
Part 2B – Provision of CGP Potentially Violated 

From visual inspections and turbidity monitoring can be determined that water quality standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 
were greater than 50 NTU above background levels.    
 

 
Part 2C – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Potential Violation of CGP 

Thorough project site inspection and meeting by LHTAC, DEA, Apollo, Eastside Highway District.  Action list of new 
bmps and bmp repairs created, and action list started.   
Local mulching expert will be on site tomorrow morning with crews and materials to redress failing slopes.  All 
roadway shoulders that have been disturbed by construction traffic will be armored with rock mulch.  Rock mulch has 
been ordered and will be on-site tomorrow or the next day.   
Sediment from check dams has been removed.  Several areas of dirt road and shoulder have been regraded. 2" of 3/4" 
aggregate will be added to the majority of the dirt road to prevent additional roadway erosion.   
Banks near fish passage at the intersection of Carlin Bay Road and Burma Road were covered with geotextile fabric.  
Plastic sheeting is being aquired today to install as needed as temporary measure.   
Sediment has been removed from slope failures.       
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Part 2D – Party Deemed Responsible for Potential Violation 

- Project Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer determines responsible party 
Determination of Responsible Party 

 ITD  Contractor  Subcontractor  To be Determined 
Explanation 

extenuating weather circumstances   
 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):  severe weather including flash flood warnings 
 
Part 3 – Prohibited Discharge Information 
Date Discharge Occurred Date District Aware of Discharge Name of Water Body Receiving Stormwater or Pollutant Discharge 

9-28-2013 present 9/30/2013 Turner Creek, Unnamed Tributary to Turner Creek, Coeur 
d'Alene Lake 

Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Discharge Impacts ITD 2802 Insp. # Documenting Discharge Water Body Receiving Discharge Has TMDL 

9-30-2013 to present/ongoing #40/#41  Yes  No 
Turbidity Was Tested During the Discharge Water Quality Samples Were Collected During the Discharge 

 Yes  No  Yes  No 
Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 
9/30/2013 Completed by HQ ENV       

 
Discharges requiring reporting include the following: 
 

 Stormwater discharges from a disturbed area to a waterway or storm drain without treatment by a 
combination of erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
 

 Stormwater discharges to a waterway or storm drain system where the control measures (BMPs) have 
been overwhelmed, not properly installed, or not properly maintained. 
 

 Discharges where water quality sampling results indicate levels of turbidity exceeded State Water 
Quality Standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 (greater than 50 NTU above background levels instantaneously 
or 25 NTU for more than ten (10) consecutive days) in the water body sampled. 
 

 Any discharge identified in Part 2.3.1of the CGP 
 

 Non-stormwater discharges other than those listed in Section 1.3 of the CGP. 
 

 Discharges of hazardous substances above reportable quantities in Part 2.3.4 of CGP. 
 

 Any other discharges that may endanger human health or the environment. 
 

Part 3A – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Discharge or Impacts of Discharge 

See Above Part 2C,  Actions started and on-going. 

 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):  cloudy 50 degrees, high chance of continued rain 
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Construction General Permit Potential Violation Reporting 
and Prohibited Discharge Reporting Protocol 

 

Reporting Requirements 
 

Part I.12.6 in Appendix I of the 2012 Construction General Permit (CGP) states “You must report any 
noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment.  Any information must be provided orally within 
24 hours from the time you became aware of the circumstances.  A written submission must also be provided 
within five days of the time you became aware of the circumstances.  The written submission must contain a 
description of the noncompliance and its cause; the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times, 
and if the noncompliance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is expected to continue; and steps 
taken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance.” 
 
This form, ITD 2790, was created to fulfill the requirement ITD has to provide a written report of any potential 
violation of the CGP within five days of discovery.  The purpose of this form is to: 
 

 Promote consistency in reporting information on potential violations to EPA,  
 

 Ensure that reporting to EPA is completed within the required 5-day timeframe, and  
 

 Allow for centralized tracking by Headquarters Environmental of potential violations caused by ITD or the 
Contractor in order to ensure the causes of violations can be determined and subsequently addressed 
through updates to forms, guidance, training, etc. 

 
Instructions for Completing ITD 2790, Notice of Potential Violation 
 

The following protocol should be followed by Districts when reporting potential violations.  Because this form is 
intended to serve as a reporting mechanism for CGP potential violations and prohibited discharge reporting, all 
of Parts 2 and 3 may not need to be filled out completely for each reporting instance.  Below are some 
examples of how this form would be used for reporting different circumstances: 

 
 When reporting a potential violation of the CGP, for example sediment trapped behind a silt fence 

reaches 75% of the above-ground fence height (per CGP 2.1.2.2), only Parts 1 and 2 would be filled out. 
Part 3 would be left blank since there was no prohibited discharge to report. 
 

 If a Contractor commences ground disturbing activities prior to an approved SWPPP and/or NOI being in 
place, only Parts 1 and 2 would be filled out. Part 3 would be left blank since there was no prohibited 
discharge to report. 
 

 Another example would be ITD or Contractor failure to conduct an inspection within 24 hours of a 0.25 
inch or greater rain event (if on 14 or 30 day inspection cycle).  When the inspection is conducted, 
evidence of a prohibited discharge from the site is observed.  In this case, Parts 1 through 3 would need 
to be filled out since this is both a potential administrative violation of the CGP and a prohibited discharge 
occurred. 

 
Part 1 - Project Information 

Complete all Project Information entirely. This information is essential for ITD HQ ENV and EPA recognition 
of the project. 

 
Part 2 - CGP Potential Violation Information 

 Complete the table in its entirety to document the timing of the potential violation and when it was 
reported to Headquarters Environmental. 
 

Part 2A - Provide detailed information on the reason a potential violation is being reported. 
 

Part 2B - Identify the provision of the CGP potentially violated. 
 

Part 2C - Provide detailed information on the steps taken to fix or resolve the potential violation and 
bring the project back into compliance with the CGP. 
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Part 2D - The Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer should fill out this section and determine 
the party deemed responsible for the potential violation.  If penalties need to be passed on to a 
Contractor provide an explanation here. 
 

 Provide photo documentation and weather information if applicable to the potential violation. 
 
Part 3 - Prohibited Discharge Information 
 Complete the table in its entirety to document the timing of the prohibited discharge, information on the 

receiving water body, sampling information, and when the event was reported to Headquarters 
Environmental. 
 

Part 3A - Provide detailed information on the steps taken to fix or resolve the discharge and/or the 
effects of the discharge.  Provide information on steps taken to mitigate future discharges on the 
project. 
 

Report Submittal Process 
 

 Contractor or Districts fill out all pertinent information on form ITD 2790 and submit to the HQ ENV SWPP 
inbox as soon as the potential violation(s) is recognized in order to meet the five-day reporting timeframe.   
 

 Districts do not report potential violations directly to the EPA.  Contact with EPA is only via Headquarters 
Environmental or ITD Legal. 
 

 Districts do not report potential violations to Headquarters Environmental planners.  Report potential 
violations directly to the HQ ENV SWPP inbox. 
 

 Use the following naming convention in the email subject line so that the email can be recognized as 
reporting a potential violation and the information can be passed on to EPA if required: 
 

District-Key Number-NOV_Current Date 
 

Example: 3-09999-NOV_9/1/2012 
 
Contact the Headquarters Stormwater Compliance Coordinator or Headquarters Environmental Section 
Manager with any questions regarding potential violation reporting. 
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 Notice of Potential Violation of the ITD 2790   (Rev. 04-23-12) 
 Construction General Permit (CGP) or itd.idaho.gov 
 Notice of Prohibited Discharge 
 
Send completed form to HQ ENV SWPP 
 
Part 1 – Project Information 
Key Number Project Name District Region (if applicable) 

09462 Burma Rd.; Gotham Bay rd. to SH-97  1 LHTAC 
ITD NPDES Permit Number ITD Project Inspector’s Name Resident Engineer’s Name 

IDR12C962 Tony Butler Todd Bartolome 
Project WPCM’s Name Prime Contractor’s Name 

Jeremy Jenkins Apollo inc. 
Contractor NPDES Permit Number 

IDR12C974 
 
Part 2 – Construction General Permit (CGP) Potential Violation Information 

- ITD Must Report any Permit noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment to EPA verbally 
within 24 hours of discovery and in writing within 5 days of discovery per CGP Appendix I.12. 

 

Key Number Date Potential Violation Occurred Date District Aware of Potential Violation Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Issue 

09462 10-8-2013 10-8-2013 10-9-2013 
ITD 2802 Insp. Number Documenting Issue Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 

44 10-10-2013 

Completed by HQ ENV  
Verbally notified it was raining on 
the 8th.   
Verbally notified of CGP violation 
after COB on the 9th.                                       
Notified in writing on 10-10-2013 

 
Part 2A – Reason for Potential Violation and/or Incident Description 

A rain event (0.6") resulted in turbidity standard violations.  Corrective actions/BMP installations ongoing at project.  
Coordination with IDEQ continuing and ongoing. 
 

 
Part 2B – Provision of CGP Potentially Violated 

CGP Section 3.1.  Visual inspections and turbidity monitoring indicate that water quality standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 
were greater than 50 NTU above background levels.    
 

 
Part 2C – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Potential Violation of CGP 

Area of potential sources of sediment continue to be identified.  Additional rock mulch, 3/4" aggregate, and other 
bmps (plastic covering etc.) are being installed in these areas.  Overall project stormwater (erosion and sediment 
control) evaluations and implementation continuing daily.  100% of contrctor work is currently focused on sediment 
and erosion control.   

 
Part 2D – Party Deemed Responsible for Potential Violation 

- Project Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer determines responsible party 
Determination of Responsible Party 

 ITD  Contractor  Subcontractor  To be Determined 
Explanation 

rain event  
 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
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Weather Information (if applicable):  0.6" rain 
 
Part 3 – Prohibited Discharge Information 
Date Discharge Occurred Date District Aware of Discharge Name of Water Body Receiving Stormwater or Pollutant Discharge 

10-8-2013  10/8/2013 Turner Creek, Unnamed Tributary to Turner Creek, Coeur 
d'Alene Lake 

Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Discharge Impacts ITD 2802 Insp. # Documenting Discharge Water Body Receiving Discharge Has TMDL 

10/9 to present/ongoing 44  Yes  No 
Turbidity Was Tested During the Discharge Water Quality Samples Were Collected During the Discharge 

 Yes  No  Yes  No 
Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 
Verbally notified it was raining on the 8th.  
Verbally notified of CGP violation after 
COB on the 9th.                                       
Notified in writing on 10-10-2013 

Completed by HQ ENV 10-10-2013 

 
Discharges requiring reporting include the following: 
 

• Stormwater discharges from a disturbed area to a waterway or storm drain without treatment by a 
combination of erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
 

• Stormwater discharges to a waterway or storm drain system where the control measures (BMPs) have 
been overwhelmed, not properly installed, or not properly maintained. 
 

• Discharges where water quality sampling results indicate levels of turbidity exceeded State Water 
Quality Standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 (greater than 50 NTU above background levels instantaneously 
or 25 NTU for more than ten (10) consecutive days) in the water body sampled. 
 

• Any discharge identified in Part 2.3.1of the CGP 
 

• Non-stormwater discharges other than those listed in Section 1.3 of the CGP. 
 

• Discharges of hazardous substances above reportable quantities in Part 2.3.4 of CGP. 
 

• Any other discharges that may endanger human health or the environment. 
 

Part 3A – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Discharge or Impacts of Discharge 
See Above Part 2C,  Actions started and on-going. 

 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):  0.6" of rain received 
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 Notice of Potential Violation of the ITD 2790   (Rev. 01-14) 
 Construction General Permit (CGP) or itd.idaho.gov 
 Notice of ProhibitedDischarge 
 
Send completed form to HQ ENV SWPP 
 
Form Completed By Organization Name Date Completed 

Jeremy Jenkins WPCM & Karissa Hardy, P.E. Apollo, Inc./LHTAC 3/6/2014 
 
Part 1 – Project Information 
Key Number Project Name District Region (if applicable) 

09462 Burma Rd; Gotham bay rd. to SH-97 1       
ITD NPDES Permit Number ITD Project Inspector’s Name Resident Engineer’s Name 

IDR12C962 Tony Butler Todd Bartolome 
Project WPCM’s Name Prime Contractor’s Name 

Jeremy Jenkins Apollo, Inc. 
Contractor NPDES Permit Number 

IDR12C974 
 
Part 2 – Construction General Permit (CGP)Potential Violation Information 

-ITD Must Report any Permit noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment to EPA verbally 
within 24 hours of discovery and in writing within 5 days of discovery per CGP Appendix I.12. 

 

Key Number Date Potential Violation Occurred Date District Aware of Potential Violation Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Issue 

09462 3/5/2014 3/6/2014 3/5/2014 
ITD 2802 Insp. Number Documenting Issue Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 

74 3/6/2014 Completed by HQ ENV       
 

Part 2A – Reason for Potential Violation and/or Incident Description 
A rain event occurred on 3/5/14 producing 0.5 inches of rain on snow(estimated that just under 24" of accumulated 
snow was on the ground).   
 
A second rain event in the evening/night of 3/5/2014 produced an additional 0.5 inches of rain.  Additional rain is 
forcast for the area today and tomorrow. 
 
Warm temperatures (above freezing) accompanying the rain on snow event  increased stomwater runoff volumes.  
 
On 3/5/2014 stormwater overwelmed the road side ditch on Burma road and stormwater flowed over SH-97 and 
reached Lake Coeur D' Alene.  It was visually noted that stromwater was turbid.  
 
In addition some localized slope failures on cut slopes occurred which created some additional visually noted turbid 
stormwater discharges to Turner Creek/Unnamed tributary to Turner Creek  (Turner Creek flows into Lake Coeur 
d'Alene).  Sediment controls were in place and where functioning properly, reducing the sediment discharged.  
 
Turbidity was monitored at the location where Turner Creek empties into Lake Coeur d'Alene(Turner Bay, down stream 
of project) and the turbidity was less than background readings upstream of project activities (within state water 
quality standards at this location).   
 

 
Part 2B – Provision of CGPPotentially Violated 

CGP part 3.1 (5.2.1.2) Turbid discharge 
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Part 2C – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Potential Violation of CGP 
In anticipation of the rain on snow weather event (peak event) the contractor had staff and equipment on site prior to 
the event ready to respond id necessary. 
 
Immediate action was taken to control and stop  the stormwater from flowing over SH-97 and entering Lake Coeur D' 
Alene (the overflow of stormwater at this location is a historical problem, this project includes designs to correct this 
issue).  
 
The contractor reshaped and deepened of ditches, placedt of sandbags and remoedl of excess snow from the ditch to 
reduce stormwater flows 
 
Repairs for the localized slope failures were initiated (excavating failed slope and replacing slopes with rock material, 
reshaping ditch in areas of failure, and maintenance of sediment bmps).  Contractor crew worked untill dark.  
Contractor crew returned 3/6/2014 to continue corrective actions. Work activities will continue untill the site is 
controled and re-stabilized.   

 
Part 2D – Party Deemed Responsible for Potential Violation 

- Project Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer determines responsible party 
Determination of Responsible Party 

 ITD  Contractor Subcontractor  To be Determined 
Explanation 

      
 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable): temperatures exceeding 40 degrees with heavy rain on accumulated snow.  
 
Part 3 – ProhibitedDischarge Information 
Date Discharge Occurred Date District Aware of Discharge Name of Water Body Receiving Stormwater or Pollutant Discharge 

3/5/2014 3/6/14 Turner Creek 
Date Corrective Action Taken to Resolve Discharge Impacts ITD 2802 Insp. # Documenting Discharge Water Body Receiving Discharge Has TMDL 

3/5/14 74  Yes  No 
Turbidity Was Tested During the Discharge Water Quality Samples Were Collected During the Discharge 

 Yes  No  Yes  No 
Date Headquarters Environmental Made Aware of Issue Date HQ Environmental Informed EPA of Issue 
3/6/14 Completed by HQ ENV       

 
Discharges requiring reporting include the following: 
 

• Stormwater discharges from a disturbed area to a waterway or storm drain without treatment by a 
combination of erosion and sediment control BMPs. 
 

• Stormwater discharges to a waterway or storm drain system where the control measures (BMPs) have 
been overwhelmed, not properly installed, or not properly maintained. 
 

• Discharges where water quality sampling results indicate levels of turbidity exceeded State Water 
Quality Standards per IDAPA 58.01.02 (greater than 50 NTU above background levels instantaneously 
or 25 NTU for more than ten (10) consecutive days) in the water body sampled. 
 

• Any discharge identified in Part 2.3.1of the CGP 
 

• Non-stormwater discharges other than those listed in Section 1.3 of the CGP. 
 

• Discharges of hazardous substances above reportable quantities in Part 2.3.4 of CGP. 
 

• Any other discharges that may endanger human health or the environment. 
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Part 3A – Steps Taken to Fix or Resolve Discharge or Impacts of Discharge 
See Part 2C above.  Reshaping ditches and replacing rock lining and check dams.  Removing sloughed material from 
localized slope failures.  

 
Photo Documentation (if applicable):  Yes  No  
 
Weather Information (if applicable):N/A 
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Construction General Permit Potential Violation Reporting 
and Prohibited Discharge Reporting Protocol 

 
Reporting Requirements 
 

Part I.12.6 in Appendix I of the 2012Construction General Permit (CGP) states “You must report any 
noncompliance which may endanger health or the environment.  Any information must be provided orally within 
24 hours from the time you became aware of the circumstances.  A written submission must also be provided 
within five days of the time you became aware of the circumstances.  The written submission must contain a 
description of the noncompliance and its cause; the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times, 
and if the noncompliance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is expected to continue; and steps 
taken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance.” 
 
This form, ITD 2790, was created to fulfill the requirement ITD has to provide a written report of any potential 
violation of the CGP within five days of discovery.  The purpose of this form is to: 
 

• Promote consistency in reporting information on potential violations to EPA,  
 

• Ensure that reporting to EPA is completed within the required 5-day timeframe, and  
 

• Allow for centralized tracking by Headquarters Environmental of potential violationscaused by ITD or the 
Contractor in orderto ensure the causes of violations can be determined and subsequently addressed 
through updates to forms, guidance, training, etc. 

 
Instructions for CompletingITD 2790, Notice of Potential Violation 
 

The following protocol should be followed by Districts when reporting potential violations.  Because this form is 
intended to serve as a reporting mechanism for CGP potential violations andprohibiteddischarge reporting, all 
of Parts 2and3 may not need to be filled out completely for each reporting instance.  Below are some examples 
of how this form would be used for reporting different circumstances: 

 
• When reporting a potential violation of the CGP, for example sediment trapped behind a silt fence 

reaches 75% of the above-ground fence height (per CGP 2.1.2.2), only Parts 1 and 2 would be filled out. 
Part 3 would be left blank since there was no prohibited discharge to report. 
 

• If a Contractor commences ground disturbing activities prior to an approved SWPPP and/or NOI being in 
place, only Parts 1 and 2 would be filled out. Part 3 would be left blank since there was no prohibited 
discharge to report. 
 

• Another example would be ITD or Contractor failure to conduct an inspection within 24 hours of a 0.25 
inch or greater rain event (if on 14 or 30 day inspection cycle). When the inspection is conducted, 
evidence of a prohibited discharge from the site is observed.  In this case, Parts 1 through 3would need 
to be filled out since this is both a potential administrative violation of the CGP and aprohibited discharge 
occurred. 

 
Part 1 - Project Information 

Complete all Project Information entirely. This information is essential for ITD HQ ENV and EPA recognition 
of the project. 

 
Part 2 - CGP Potential Violation Information 
• Complete the table in its entirety to document the timing of the potential violation and when it was 

reported to Headquarters Environmental. 
 

Part 2A-Provide detailed information on the reason a potential violation is being reported. 
 

Part 2B-Identify the provision of the CGP potentially violated. 
 

Part 2C-Provide detailed information on the steps taken to fix or resolve the potential violation and 
bring the project back into compliance with the CGP. 
 

80



Part 2D-The Resident Engineer or Assistant District Engineer should fill out this section and determine 
the party deemed responsible for the potential violation.  If penalties need to be passed on to a 
Contractor provide an explanation here. 
 

• Provide photo documentation and weather information if applicable to the potential violation. 
 
Part 3 - Prohibited Discharge Information 
• Complete the table in its entirety to document the timing of the prohibited discharge, information on the 

receiving water body, sampling information, and when the event was reported to Headquarters 
Environmental. 
 

Part 3A-Provide detailed information on the steps taken to fix or resolve the discharge and/or the 
effects of the discharge.  Provide information on steps taken to mitigate future discharges on the 
project. 
 

Report Submittal Process 
 

• Contractor or Districts fill out all pertinent information on form ITD 2790 and submit to the HQ ENV SWPP 
inbox as soon as the potential violation(s) is recognized in order to meet the five-day reporting timeframe.   
 

• Districts do notreport potential violations directly to the EPA.  Contact with EPA is only via Headquarters 
Environmental or ITD Legal. 
 

• Districts do notreport potential violations to Headquarters Environmental planners.  Report potential 
violations directly to the HQ ENV SWPP inbox. 
 

• Use the following naming convention in the email subject line so that the email can be recognized as 
reporting a potential violation and the information can be passed on to EPA if required: 
 

District-Key Number-NOV_Current Date 
 

Example: 3-09999-NOV_9/1/2012 
 
Contact the Headquarters Stormwater Compliance Coordinator or Headquarters Environmental Section 
Manager with any questions regarding potential violation reporting. 
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Mica Bay Background 
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Wednesday, May 1, 2002 
 

I D A H O  

Mica Bay residents fight back 
Transportation department gets blame for devastating runoff  

Benjamin Shors 
Staff writer  

MICA BAY, Idaho _ From the boat launch at 
Mica Bay, Jim Yates points across an 
expanse of marshland to a distant piling 
where an osprey has taken residence.  

"I could take my boat way back to that second 
piling to fish for bass," said Yates, who moved 
to the bay in 1963. "Not anymore. By 
summer, this will be a mud flat."  

By summer, there may also be a lawsuit -- 
blaming the Idaho Transportation Department 
for sending tons of dirt into the bay.  

On Wednesday night, about 50 residents 
gathered at the Northern Idaho Center for 
Higher Education, where they formed a property owners' association to fight the 
department.  

"In terms of pollution by sediment, I haven't seen anything worse," said Scott Reed, 
attorney for the association.  

Residents and a growing number of government agencies blame the transportation 
department and its contractor for eroding several tons of sediment into the bay on 
the west shore of Lake Coeur d'Alene. They say th  

e agency's work rebuilding a curvy section of U.S. Highway 95 has destroyed fish 
habitat, made boat docks inaccessible and gradually replaced water with 

wetlands.  

Even worse, homeowners say, is that state engineers were warned before 
construction began that a similar highway project in 1991 flooded the bay with soil.  

A frustrated citizens group filed a notice of violation of state and federal water quality 
laws in April. Under federal law, the department has 60 days to change practices 
before a citizen lawsuit can proceed.  

 

Jesse Tinsley - The Spokesman-Review 
Mica Bay residents Bill Swan, Patricia Swan, 
Jim Yates and Caroline Griffin want answers 
fron the Idaho Transportation Department 
about runoff into Mica Bay.  
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An ITD spokeswoman said the threat of lawsuit has not resulted in changes at the 
construction site.  

"There have been a number of things in place for a while," said spokeswoman 
Barbara Babic on Tuesday. "Nothing has been put out there specifically because 
somebody threatened a lawsuit."  

Babic defended the agency's work, stating it has only one pending claim for 
environmental damage.  

But last week, state environmental regulators fined the transportation department 
and its contractor $70,000 for discharging dirt into the tributaries of Mica Creek -- a 
penalty that will be negotiated in upcoming meetings between the two agencies.  

The enforcement action demonstrated the Department of Environmental Quality's 
frustration with the ITD, which appeared to be "deliberately delaying mitigation," 
according to DEQ records.  

The transportation department accumulated several hundred thousand dollars in 
fines in the last decade for environmental violations, and now also may face federal 
penalties for violating the Clean Water Act.  

The department said its engineers have improved drainage at the site since last fall, 
when a state water specialist found streams running through piles of loose dirt and 
down near-vertical ditches. Twice, a 1.3 million gallon sediment pond failed, flooding 
the bay with a plume of silt.  

An official with Seattle-based Scarsella Bros. Inc., the state's contractor, said the 
transportation department handled the design of the project, including plans to 
prevent soil discharge from the site.  

"There's no flaws as far as our work is concerned," said Don Scarsella, a project 
manager with the company. "We've done everything that we were under contract to 
do."  

"Personally, I think it's been overstated from what I've heard about the project," he 
said.  

But in the bay, homeowners say just last week they watched a coffee-colored plume 
of sediment drift past homes and docks.  

"It never stops," said Patricia Swann, who has photographed changes to the bay 
during the last 15 years. "ITD said they fixed the problem. We've never noticed any 
changes."  

Before work began on the $21 million construction project -- designed to realign and 
rebuild a dangerous 19-mile stretch of road -- residents repeatedly warned 
transportation engineers of the risk of siltation in the bay.  

opportunity to cherish and 
share your precious little 
one. 
Lil' Ones Annual 

 

  
Home Services 
Thinking about remodeling 
your house, building a deck, 
or finishing your basement? 
See our Home Services 
Directory to find a 
professional. 
Home Services 

 

  
Auto Review Online 
View the new and used 
inventory of the areas 
biggest car dealers. 
www.autoreviewonline.com 

  

 

86

http://www.spokesmanreview.com/advertising/lilones
http://www.spokesmanreview.com/advertising/homeservices/shba.asp?cat=1
http://www.spokesmanreview.com/advertising/homeservices/shba.asp?cat=1
http://www.autoreviewonline.com/
http://www.autoreviewonline.com/


The scars from the transportation department's last project here, begun in the early 
1990s, remain visible from the bay.  

Grass clumps slough from the steep banks leading up to the highway, where the 
vegetation failed to hold back the soil.  

Residents attribute siltation in the bay to both the past project and the current work.  

"I went to every hearing (ITD) had," said Yates, who attended the meeting with 
dozens of other homeowners. "We warned them. Water's going to run downhill. It's 
going to happen again. They didn't listen."  

Department of Environmental Quality records bolster the homeowners' claims, 
asserting that ITD repeatedly disregarded requests to stem soil runoff.  

DEQ sampling found elevated sediment levels, ranging from 10 to 1,000 times 
above normal in the Mica Creek watershed -- even in tests conducted after ITD's 
work this spring.  

June Bergquist, DEQ's water quality specialist, referred all media inquiries to Boise 
this week. But in an interview last week, Bergquist detailed a litany of failures in 
ITD's handling of more than a dozen streams crossing the project.  

"You just don't let a stream flow through dirt, especially highly mobile dirt," Bergquist 
said. "You need to plan where the stormwater is going to flow and what it's going to 
flow into. That wasn't done."  

In a memorandum to agency heads this spring, Bergquist stated that the 
transportation department changed its stormwater plans, creating an "ineffective, 
nonsensical set of designs."  

Culverts were set several feet too high to catch stream runoff. Several draws in the 
watershed did not have retaining walls to prevent erosion. ITD also OK'd the 
construction of the million-gallon sediment basin, even though a nearby basin 
working with similar soil types did not work.  

"We've dealt with this type of violation for almost every major project ITD has had in 
the last 10 years," Bergquist said. "We had no intent of going down the enforcement 
pathway. But we were getting so little response, and the problem was so severe, 
that we needed to get ITD's attention."  

Transportation department officials said plastic lining has been placed on slopes, 
and straw mulch and rocks have been added to prevent sloughing. Babic said a 
recent test showed water leaving the project was cleaner than nearby creeks.  

Babic pointed out that Mica Creek has been listed by the state for its sediment 
problems.  
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"It's been a bad stream," Babic said. "It has historically had problems -- logging, 
grazing, farming and the natural erosion. Our project is one aspect."  

Dave Stasney, a DEQ hydrogeologist, said a plan will be issued this month to guide 
agencies working along the embattled creek. The transportation department, for 
example, will assign workers to drive the roads and highways, listing problem areas 
that need to be repaired.  

But prevention may no longer be a suitable option, said Jim Aucutt, chairman of 
Kootenai County Waterways Board.  

"Given the damage they've done, they're going to have to dredge," Aucutt said. "I 
know it'd be expensive, but it's got to be done to save the bay."  

 

B A C K  T O  T O P  
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 3, 2006 
WWW.USDOJ.GOV 

ENRD 
(202) 514-2007 

TDD (202) 514-1888 

Idaho Transportation Department and Contractor to Pay Total of 

$895,000 to Settle Federal Storm Water Discharge Claims 

WASHINGTON, D.C. – The Idaho Transportation Department (ITD) and contractor Scarsella 
Brothers, Inc. have agreed to pay $895,000 for violations of the Clean Water Act during the 
construction of the Bellgrove-Mica realignment of Highway 95 near Lake Coeur d'Alene in Northern 
Idaho, the Justice Department and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced today. 

Today’s settlement concludes a lawsuit which began in 2004, alleging that ITD and Scarsella 
Brothers failed to provide adequate storm water controls for a large highway project that later 
deposited many tons of sediment in Mica Creek, which flows into Mica Bay in Lake Coeur d'Alene. 

Under the terms of the consent decrees, lodged today in the federal district court in Boise, 
Idaho, ITD will pay a penalty of $495,000 and Scarsella Brothers will pay a $400,000 civil penalty. As 
part of the settlement, ITD and Scarsella Brothers also have agreed to send their engineers and 
environmental inspectors to a certified storm water management training, and ITD has agreed to 
implement new construction management practices to help avoid future violations of the storm water 
regulations. 

“The Idaho Transportation Department and Scarsella Brothers Construction Company failed to 
follow known best management practices and their actions had a significant impact on the receiving 
waters and on the Mica Bay portion of Lake Coeur d’Alene,” said Assistant Attorney General Sue 
Ellen Wooldridge of the Justice Department’s Environment and Natural Resources Division. “We are 
committed to enforcing environmental laws and to seeing that violators undertake the actions 
necessary to comply with storm water regulations in the future.” 

“Runoff from construction sites is a major contributor to water quality impairment in the U.S. 
The EPA is aggressively enforcing federal regulations to help control this problem,” said Granta Y. 
Nakayama, EPA's Assistant Administrator for the Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance. 
“This settlement will result in improved water quality and is a signal of the Agency's commitment to 
enforcement of our nation's environmental laws and regulations.” 

In a related action brought in state court, Scarsella will pay half a million dollars to the Mica Bay 
Homeowners Association to settle claims for property damage allegedly caused by sediment 
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discharges from the site. The Association intends to use the money for environmental improvement 
projects in the Mica Bay watershed. 

The penalty in these two cases is the largest EPA Region 10 has imposed thus far as part of its 
regional storm water compliance initiative. Although the initiative began in 2001 with several years of 
intensive outreach, including workshops, mailers, and an expanded website, it was not until 2005, 
after EPA stepped up its inspection and enforcement efforts, that the region saw a dramatic increase 
in compliance rates. 

Between June 2004 and April 2005, the number of construction site operators in Idaho signed 
up for the Construction General Permit rose 112 percent. EPA inspectors have also noted that 
construction site operators are increasingly in compliance with the permit’s requirements to design, 
install, and maintain storm water controls to prevent common construction site pollutants such as 
sediment, petroleum products, and concrete washout from discharging into nearby waterways. Since 
the initiative began, EPA has brought cases against more than 100 operators. 

The proposed consent decree lodged today is open for a 30-day public comment period. A 
copy of the consent decree is available on the Department of Justice website at 
http://www.usdoj.gov/enrd/open.html. 

### 

06-261  
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Appendix E 

Stormwater Inspection 66-78 

(Burma Road CGP/CEI CD includes all inspections; 1-78) 
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lTD 2802 (Rev.tt-28·12) I 
ifd.idaho.~ov 

Stormwater Compliancelnspection 

lnsp!!c!lon ld!!ntification Number*1..09462·66 
•Jdentifloatlon Number Is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Section 1 Project Information . 
Key Number ProJect Number ProJect Name 
09462 STP·5723(100) Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
lTD Dl$triot Residant Engineer .. I :TO NPDE:S Tracking No. 
1 Todd Bartolome IDR12C962 
Prima Contractor·& Name I Oont!ilcto~s NPDES Tracking No. Contractor Has Filed Their NOT If Yea, Date NOT Flied . 
Apollo, Inc. IDR12C974 DYes ~No 

Section 2 -Inspector Information 
Inspected By · 

JeremY Jenkins and Teresa Neumann \

ITO Inspector Qualification Program Number (IQP)" 
22,155 

lnapactor(s) Designation 
~Joint lTD andWPCM OITD Environmental 

-Section 3 lnspectloh ahd Weather Information 

0Conttactor's WPCM D Otherl3'd Party 

lnap$otion NO. Current Inspection Date Previous inspection Date Number of Days Since Last inspection 
66 1/22/2014 1/15//2014 7 

" 
Reason for Inspection Eixplanaflon (if required) 
181 Routine 0 Rain Event 
current Weather Conditions ~nd Temperature Describe each measureaplo praOipltatioli event s.ince the last inepecti(ln 

blear 31 (,!egress F; Rain Gage located In contractors yard showed 0.0 on the morning 
of 1-22-20.15 

Section 4- Constructlonand Stabillzation/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Esilma.te the construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabili~ed, 0 Acres 

Es!l!11ate the construction site and construction support activity area currently temporarll¥ stabilized with 
erosion controls. · 13 Acres 

Estimate the construction site and construction suppOrt actlvlty area currently. permanently stabilized 15 Acres with erosion controls, or that has vet to be disturbed by construction activi.ties and Is therafore stabilized. 
PrOVIde the total acreage of disturbance expected, orlhe total project footprint The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount, and it should match what IS shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28Acres 
narrative, and NOL 
The .SWPPP reflects the most current project conditions lncludiilggradlng, .stabilization, and BMP ~Yes 0No Installation. 

1/9/2014 
Provide the date ofthe most recentSWPPP update or modification. SWPPPmod. 

14 
c . t , I Project is In winten;hutdown. The above mentioned SWPPP mod l.s awaiting signature from LHTAC for 

ommen s r$duced site ln$pections through the rE!maindc;~r of the winter time shutdown, . . 

Section 5-Construc:tion Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas.D.Ql inspected, include the reason in the Observations section. 
Construction Areas 

Ar•• Statlpn No. or Location.D~scrlption Observations 
All areas stabilized for winter 

N . ·. . ~ 
Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated time shutdown with either 

permanent or temporary erosion o teflOJ table obsei'Vt!tious 

controls. ,;::..u.., see.-+r o"' CtJ ... 
Onsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site, No reportable observations 

ITD2602, Rev. 11-26·12 Page 1 of 5 
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Area Station No. or Looation Desorlotlon Observations 
Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles None No reportable observations 

Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 
Contractor yard (off South Carlin yard. Tank Is double wall, no spill 

Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable containment required. See Spill 
restroom. Prevention Plan. No reportable 

observations 
Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exits/Offslte Tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of No track out noted. 
project (station 9+83) End of 

!proJect /station 153+12 
Astesl! 
Discharge Points -Includes stormwater, non•stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 

Note all dlscharne P9ints In this table. Document any controls required to addr~§.S them In the Installed Controls (BMPs) table below. 
Type of Discharge Point StaUon No. or l.ocalion oaacription Observations 

Existing culverts used to convey 156+50, 142+10, 135+00, 118+80, 

storm water and snow melt from 104+36,96+50,89+06,84+18 

ditch on left of project to right of 74+84, CPS (est. 68+30) No reportable observations 
55+73,52+50, 50+00,40+61 

project 27+50 
Unnamed tributary to Tuner Creek 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est. 129+00) 
Unnamed tributary crossing Emerald 
Rd. 119+15 Rt. 
Turner Creek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing culverts to convey stream 77+60 Rt. 
No Reportable observations 

amj creek beds through road ways Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
61+80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

··~ ·~--

Discharges Entering waters of the us 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (6.2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form ITO 2790 within 24 hours, and documented In the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4. 
If a discharge Is occurring or has occun·ed, describe the discharge locatlon (s) and visual observation/description/quality (4. 1 .6.6.b) 
Visual ·observations of discharges through existing culverts crossing Burma Rd. Look good. Culvert crossings as 
defined In the 401 certification have been tested for turbidity, See the turbidity samplinQ loQ sheet for further details. 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are In need of maintenance, or If additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Nothing to report this inspection 

Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat stormwater and/or non-stonnwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, and pollution prevention measures 
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Type/Oescrlption of Control Station No. or Location Description Observations 
14+50·15+75 14+82-15+50 
16+10-18+-26 18+55-22+30 
22+30·24+00 27+62-35+25 
35+22·39+80 39+80-68+38 
contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste slte.1,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence another est. 
500 feet on the south east line 
Perimeter controls58+38 rt. To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 76 feet. Installed Wire 
backed silt fence. Altered silt 
fence location from SWPPP plan. 

Perimeter controls Moved fence down the slope to 

(Silt fence) the project limits to allow for No reportable observations 
future clearing 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 

110+00 to 162+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controle as per 
SWPPP Installed except thOlle that 
would affect or be In the way of 
traffic on Burma Rd. 
78+50 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 157+00. 

Fiber Wattles 146+46 rt. No reportable observations At outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA's 68+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and 104+46 
1 0+50 to 38+00 
11 +00 to 24+50. Lt 
24+60 to 56+00 lt. 

Holding well for now. Wildlife traffic is Hydro mulch/tackifier 56+00 to 78+00 lt. 
1 01+00 lt. to 123+00 lt. causing a fair amount of damage to slopes. 

123+00 to 136+00 It. 
~ 

......,,_~ 

Rock check dams combined with 
rock lined ditch @ STA 78+60 rt. 

Check dams, berms, sandbags (north side of Carlin Bay Rd.) No reportable observations etc. Rock check dams installed up 
hill from and with inlet 
protections 
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-
Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+06, 96+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 104+40 No reportable observations Inlet protections Installed on 9·5· 
2013 at STA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporary Inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts 
General, throughout project; spill Spill containments, washout containments beneath stationary No reportable observations basins etc. 
And semi stationary equipment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 lt. 

Plastic covering Walls 5 and 6 No reportable observations New alignment from estimated 
Sta. 129+00 to 137+50 

Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
Completed Since Last Inspection 
Item No. ~ooatlcn Action Taken Date completed 

f No Items Completed since last inspection 

ldentifie dO urlna Current InsPection 
Item No. l.oGation AcUon Required Date to be Completed 

Slope failure repairs are being corrected at the time of 
Completed on 1 47+60 and 66+00 lt. this inspection as per the AVO submitted By Randy 
1·22·2014 Durland On 1-17·2014. 

A corrective action to repair the slope at the before 
2 71+40 lt. mentioned Stationing Is required. Failure to repair this 1·29·2014 

area will result in a near future slope failure. 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative non-compliance 
A decision by LHTAC's Resident Engineer, Todd Bartolome was made on the morning of 1-22-2014 to not repair the 
slope at station 71 +40 lt. This decision was conveyed to the project superintendent in the late afternoon an the same 
day by DEA's Randy Durland. Plans to repair this area as had been prvlously decided on 1·20·2014 was stopped do 
to this decision. 
It is Noted by The Projects Superintendent and WPCM that this area will fail beyond and worse than its current state 
without further attention. 
A corrective action will be submitted following this report to repair this area with en 7 calender days as per CGP 
requirements 5.2.1 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
It any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

1:8:1 Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed Incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 
In CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not Identified in initial SWPPP) 

D The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 
or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings ·Check all that apply 
~No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous Inspection report. 
OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the prevjous inspection report have been satisfactorily completed. 

· OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not b!!!!O satisfactorily completed. 
~NewMaintenance Requirements have been Identified in the current Inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 
12S!Condltions existthat triggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
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D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 ·Other Outstanding items or Notes 
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information lliU Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalatlons reach .51nah or more. 
Scheduat will change to that described in SWPPP mod 14 once final signatures are obtained. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Project 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW·2012·601·B02 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department Of Enviromental Qualltv 401 Permit June 4 2012. 

Segtion 8 • Inspection Certification 
I Key Number 
09462 

Inspection Number I Current inspection Date 
66 1/22/2014 

Primary Inspector's Name (Type or Print) 
Teresa Neumann 
Prima') 1rpectors Signature I Date Signed 

~ , A AI.JL?\A VJii.ttL •· " .!Vo • .. 
~ 

Water Pollution Control Mana 
WPCM Name (Type or Print) 
Jeremy Jenkins 

WPCM Training Qualification Date WPCM Training Qualification Num er 
11/21/2012 AGC-90·1120212012 

Date Signed 

Contr ors Acknowledgment- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
I have received a copy of this Inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
A<:tlons, and: · 

Iii] I agree with the Inspection findings 

D I disagree with the Inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
If oontrt.totor disagrees wlth findings and recommended Maintenance Requirements andlor Corrective Actions, Sl)eelfy reasons!n tha space below ]-

'-----------, 
Must be signed by Prime Contractor Q[ Puly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the Information oontalned therein. Based on 
my Inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
Information contained Is, to the best of my knowledge and belief. true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 

! pena~les for submittina · alse Information inctudlnQJhe cossibi/ltv of fine and lm r/sonment for knowing violations." 
Prime Contractor or Duly Authorl:ted Representatlve1s Name (TYPt:il or Print) Title 
Brett Brown, Project Engineer, 

Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Signature ~ ~ , D:gltally slgn,j by Brett Brown I Date Signed 
_DN: cn=Br«t amwn, D:~Aflllllo lnc.,ou, 

l/24/2014 omall~brl!lth@aprlllo-gc.com, t~us 
Date: .l0tt.01.~407:0S:>S .08'00' 

Section 9 - ITO Compliance Certification • Must be signed by District Engineer or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision In accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel property gathered and evaluated the Information contained therein, Based on 
my Inquiry of lhe person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly I for gathering the lnformallon, the 
Information contained to the best knowledge and , accurate, and aware that there are significant 

I " 

Original -DE Copies -· RE DEM. Dis!. Env. HQ ENV SWPP 

ITO 2802, Rev. 11-28.12 Page 5 of 5 
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Stormwater Compliancelnspection lTD 2802 (Rev.11·2S·12) 
ltd.ldoho.gov 

Inspection Identification Number"1 -09462-67 

*Identification Number is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Section 1 -Project Information 
Kay Number ProJect Number ,_T>ic)j;;ci Name 

J-,;0;;,9..;,46::2:.......--J.,S;.T:..:.P,-.:·5::7:::_23::.-(c_:10::0!...) _ ---------Burma Rd; Gotham BaJ._Rd to JCT SH-97 ___ .. 
lTD Oistrlot Resident Engineer ITO NPDES Trac~ng No. 

1 Todd Bartolome IDR12C962 
Prime Contractor's N11.me 

Apollo, Inc. 
····-····-·----~coiiiiSoiOfii'wpoes Tracking No. 'Coiii'r.Ciort1as Flied Their NOT 11 Y••· Oato NOT Flied 

IDR12C974 -~--J.D Yes ~ No - ·-----·-··------"------
Section g • Inspector Information 
Inspected By 

Jeremy Jenkins, Teresa Neumann and Karlssa Hard;:.Y __ 
lnspoctor(s) Designation -----

~Joint lTD and WPCM OITD Environmental Ocontractor's WPCM 

Section 3-lnspection and Weather Information 
lnspectioll No. Current h1spact1on Date Previous lrlspect!on Date 

87 112912014 1/22//2014 ----
k--------L- --------------~~~ -Reason for Inspection Explana~on (If required) 

121 Routine 0 Rain Event 

Overcast with snow showers currently active at 

0 Other/3'0 Party 

Number of OQys Since Last lnspeotlon 

7 

the lime of this inspection. 3+ Inches on the Rain Gage located In contractors yard showed 0.0 on the morning 

Current Weather Cor~ditions and TemperatUre Jast:;;ribe ead\"ineasurel!lble precipitation event since the last insPection 

ground from the current snow event. of 1-29-2014. 
30 d rees F. . · -·-- _ ·-----

Section 4- Constructlonand Stabilization/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 
'-"' - .. - ·- - ,, __ 
Estimate the construction support activity area cun·ently disturbed and unstablllzed. .1 Acres siteand construction 

site and construction 
_, __ , .. _ 

Estimate the construction support activity area currently te!)]QOI:llrll¥ stabilized with 
~controls. 

Estimate the construction support activity area currently permanentiv stabilized 
with ~controls, or t 
Provide the total acreage 

rbed by construction activities and is therefo~~bitized. 
site and construction 

hat has yet to be d!stu 
of disturbance expect 
unt, and it should rna 

ed, or the total project footprint. The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amo tch what is shown on the project plans. SWPPP 
narrative and NOI. 

"' 

12.9 Acres 

15 Acres 
--

28 Acres 

The SWPPP reflects the 
Installation. 

onditions includinggrading, stabilization, and BMP ~Yes DNa most current project c 
. .... 

1122/2014 
Provide the date of the m ost recent SWPPP up date or modification .. SWPPPmod. 

15 ,______ ... -
Project Is In a· numbers In the first and second line of sectio·n #4 changed from the winter shutdown. Th 

ort due to a couple p 
d 14 that waa previou Comments previous rep 

SWPPPmo 
roblem areas. See section 6 for further detail. 
sly mentioned was not executed. SWPPP mod 14 will not be made 

effective. --·-· 
§ection 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas not Inspected, include the reason In the Observations section. 
Construction Areas 

l[ _____ _.!:A~rea~-------LI ,._st."""tio.,n'-'N-'?· or Location De$crlptlon I 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11-28-12 Page 1 of 6 
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Area Station No. o•· Looiiiion Description Obaerv~tlons 
-·--

All areas stabilized for winter A couple problem slope areas-will need to 

d, Graded, or Excavated time shutdown with either be addressed. Current BMP's not 
permanent or temporary erosion effective to maintain WQS's. 

Areas Cleere 

~"""···----·~~·-· 
controls._ .. Sae section 6 below for further detail. 

Onslte Waste 1 Borrow 1 Stockpiles Contractor's yard/wasta site. NC> raportable observations --..... ·-~·-·-·-·~- .......... ~ ...... ".~·· ..... · --
Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles None No reportable observations 

--;,.·"~"~'" .. 
Fuel storage tan!< located at contractor's-
yard. Tank Is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, control and countermeasure 
Eq~lpmentS torage/Malntenance/Fueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom, §P-J!LgQD~!n.rn~o.tJ9U§J2.g;ct .!!.m;!l>t---
Contractors Jobslte office. ftliin c OSf!i 
p"roxlmftYfO'!fi~:fL~}I~~~~iik::·-·- --

··-~-
)'!)'i""fep61'tatile ofiservatlons 

Access to contractor yard off of 

sand Exits/Offsiw tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of No Reportable observations 
project (station 9+83) End of 
project (station 153+12 

Site Entrance 

Aate s!l ··- ---

Discharg11 Points -Includes stormwater, non·stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 
Nol~ll dlsob~li.~.Points in this table. Document an controls re ulred to address them in lhe Installed Controls BME!) fable b~low. 

Type of Oischarl!!f21nt ·--· __ l!1!llon No. or Looatlon Description Obeervallone 

Existing culverts used to convey 
storm water and snow melt from 
ditch on left of project lo right of 
project 

156+50, 142+10, 135+00, 118+80, 
104+36,96+50,89+06, 84+18 
74+84, CP5 (est. 68+30) 
55+73, 52+50, 50+00,40+61 
27+50 
Unnamed tributary to Tuner Creek 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est. 129~00) 
Unnamed tributary crossing Emerald 
Rd. 119+15 Rt. 
Turner Creak crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

No reportable observations 

Existing culverts to convey stream 77+60 Rt No Reportable observations 
and creek beds through road ways Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 

61+80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

Discharges Entering Waters of the U$ 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (6.2.1 .2), or Is a prohibited dl•chargo (6.2. 1 .3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented In the projsct's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4. 
If a discharge Is occurring or has occurred, describe lhe discharge location (s) and visual observatlon/descilpiiOn)q'Cua~lli.ty;;-(4>-c.1.-c.6".6"."'b)---, 
Visual observations of discharges through existing culverts crossing Burma Rd. Look good. Culvert crossings as 
defined In the 401 Cllrlificatlon have be~!J_tested for turbidity, See the turbidity sampli~ sheet for further details. 
Identify If controls have operated effectively or are In need of maintenance, ar iladd!Uonal controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Nothing to report this Inspection _________ , _______ , _____ , ______ __, 

Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to dlvertlcanvay/retainltreat stormwater and/or non·stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, and pollution prevention measures 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11-28-12 Page2 of6 
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~--···-·---··------

____ Typ&/Oaocrip!lon of Control Sllltlon No. or _!,.oc~!!..~!~lptlon 
14+50-16+76 14+82-15+60 
16+10·18+·2618+55-22+30 
22+30·24+00 27+62·35+26 
35+22-39+80 39+80·68+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1 ,900+ feet tOll! I. 
Continued silt fence anoth~r o»~t. 
600 feet on the south east line 
Perimeter controls58+38 rt, To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 75 feet. Installed Wire 
backed slit fence. Altered slit 
fence location from SWPPP plan. 

Perimeter controls Moved fence down the slope to 

(Silt fence' the project limits to allow for 
future clearing 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 
11 0+00 to 152+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls a& per 
SWPPP installed except those that 
would affect or be in the way of 
traffic on Burma Rd. 
78+50 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. ao feet to the right 

,_ 
70+99 to 119+00 rt: as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 167+00. 

Fiber Wattles 146+46 rt. 
At outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA.'s 68+00, 74+60, 75+40 left 
and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and 104+46 
10+50 to 38+00 
11+00 to 24+50. L.t. 
24·•50 to 66+00 lt. 

Hydro mulch/tackifier 56+00 to 78+00 lt. 
101 +00 It, to 123+00 lt. 
123+00 to 136+00 lt. 

- Rockciheck dams combined with 
rock lined ditch @ ST A 78+60 rt. 

Check dams, berms, sandbags (north side of Carlin Bay Rd.) 
etc. Rock check dams installed up 

hill from and with inlet 
I protections -

l lTD 2602, Rov. 11-28·12 Page 3 of6 
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vations No reportable obsel 

No reportable obse rvations 

~--·'-

Mulch/Tackifier not sufficient enough In a 
slopes where hill side 
problems. 

couple areas on the 
seeps have caused 
See Section 6 belo w for further details 
Wildlife traffic is als o causing a lair amount 

a. (Currently not vleable 
w covering) 

of damage to slope 
due to the new sno 

... 

No r.:•portable obse rvations 
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Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+08, 98+56, 

Inlet and Ol!tlet protections 104+40 lllo reportable observations Inlet protections Installed on 9·6· 
2013 at STA's 61+90, 40+80 
Temporary Inlet protections 
Installed at all culvsrte --Spill containment kit Is located 
near the Contractors Jobslte 

Spill containments, washout office. Within close proximity to 

basins etc. the fuel storage tank. lllo reportable observations 
General, throughout projecti spill 
~:ontainments beneath stationary 
And semi stationa!l' egull!ment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 ft. 

Plastic covering Walls 6 11nd 6 No reportable observations New alignment from estimated 
Sta. 129+00 to 137+60 . 

Section §-Maintenance Requirements, .BMP lnatallations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
C ltedSI L tl I ornp1e nee as nspecton 
Item No. Loaatloii AotiQO Taken Date. Completed 

1 47+60 and 66+00 lt. Slope failure repairs have been done as per the AVO Completed on 
aubmltte.d Bv Randv Durland On 1·17·2014. 1·22·2014 

Identified During Current Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Requl,.d Oate to be.Comploted 

Repair slope failure •. Another corrective action report 

Private drive (Litten . will ,-eot be going out for this area. It Is currently fitting 
1 Lane) pl;m station left for this area to be lncl.u(!edwlth SWPPP mod/corrective See below 

action 15. This area will be addressed when SWPPP 
mod 151s fulfilled. See notes In line 2 below 
A correcthie action to repair the slope. at the before 
mentioned $tatlonl11g Is required. Failure to repair this 
area will result In a mw future slope failure. 
(SWPPP nlod/Con·ective aetlon 1.5 submitted 1·22·14 A repair date has 
and m~ntioned in the previous report was not yetto be 

2 71+40 lt. completed. Stot·m Watet' team is devising a better more determined but 
permanent solution to this at·ea and other areas with like will be In the 
probl~ms. near future 
A plan is in the works hawever th& team is researching 
prodttct and materia.! types that would be best suited far 
the situation.) 

Identify any and all actual or potential Incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 
none at this time 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions. below are checked, an entry must be made Into the corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per C.GP 5.4. 
D Required stormwater control was never Installed, was installed incorrectly, or not In accordance with the requirements 

In CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not Identified In Initial SWPPP) 
D The stormwater controls Installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 

or applicable requirements In CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 
D One of the prohibited discharges In CGP Part 2.3.1 Is occurring or has occurred (6.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 

material) 

lTD 2SD2, Rev.11-28·12 Page 4 ol6 
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.................. ____ .. ____ ,. _______ ,,._ .......... . 

Summary of Inspection Findings , Check all that apply 
ONo Maintenance Requirements were noted in the prev!Qus Inspection report. 
OAII Maintenance Requirement$ noted In the prj!vlous Inspection report have been satisfactorily completed. 
181AII Maintenance Requirement$ noted In the prevlous Inspection report haye not been satlsiactorlly completed. 
181NewMalntenance Requirements have been Identified In the QY.CI:!(i! Inspection report. 
D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been Identified In the current Inspection report. 
Ocondltlons exlstthat trlggeredan entry Into the corrective Actions Reporting Log In the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an ITO 2790. 

. Section 7 Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project lnf<>rrnatlon ll.!!li Designated as a Corrective Action or Malntenenoe Requirement 
Turbidity sampling is currently being done once a week or when precipitation aooumalatlons reach .5 Inch or more. 
Schedual will chanae to that described In SWPPP mod 14 once final slonatures are obtained. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Project 
.2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012·601-802 June a 2012; Idaho 
DePartment Of Enviromental Qualitv 401 Permit June 4 20.12. 

§!lctlgiJ § ·Inspection Certification 
,,K~ Number I Inspection Number I current Inspection Data 
09462 67 1129/2014 

Primary Inspectors Name (Type or Print) 
Teresa Neumann 

Pilm•r-:irm~ srg""/h I Date Signed t..j "'"-~ 

\ 0/lJa.. l&JJA~IlAWAI\A J- 2.9 ~ JL-
"' 

0011tricto.rs A(lkrlollllrliijlgmlent- Reaeipt of lospection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
1 have received a copy inspection report and bean Informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 
[] I agree With the Inspection findings 

D I disagree with the Inspection findings (specify re~sons below) 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11·28-12 Page 5 of6 

under my ditectlon or supervision In accordance 
the I therein. Baaed on 

the 
are slgnlfloant 

102



• 

!.'i!t!S:tiQn 9 -ITO Compliance Certification - Must be signed by Distrtct Engineer or Duly Authorized Representative 

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel property gathered and evaluated tl1e I therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or who the system, or those persons · the 
Information contained and belief, true, are significant 

II 

Distribution: Original- DE Dist. Env. HQ ENV SWPP 

Page 6 of6 

103



Stormwater Compliancelnspection ITO 2802 (Rev, 11-28·12) 
1\d.ldaho.gov 

Inspection ldentiffcation Number•1.Q9462-68 

•Identification Number Is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Scwtion 1 - Project Information 
...... .... w 

Key Number Pro]act Number Prefect Name 

09482 STP-.5723(100) Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
ITO District Resident ErQinoer ITO NPDES Trac!<ing No. 
1 Todd Bartolome IDR12C962 
Prime Contractors Name I Contraotoi"U NPDeS Tracking No. I Contractor HaaFIIad Their NOT I If Yes, Date NOTFIIod 
Apollo, Inc. IDR12C974 0 Yes 121 No 

Secljjon 2 -Inspector Information 

... 

Inspected By 

Jeremy Jenkins, Randy Durland 
liTO Inspector Ouallflcatlon Program Number (IQF') 

lnspector(s) Designation 
IZ!Joint lTD and WPCM OITD Environmental 0Contractor's WPCM 

----~----------~~-
Section 3-lnspection and Weather Information 
lnopootion No. 

68 
Currant Inspection Date Previous Inspection Data 

2/5/2014 1/29/12014 
Reason for Inspection ~-;;E::-<-:p:::la""na~tlc:-on-(~lf~re""'qc:-u;-lre-df.-) ------
121 Routine 0 Rain Event 

)20,434 

0 Other/3rd Party 

Number of Days Since Last lnspactlon 

7 

Cumnt Weather Conditions afld Tam perature o"aSCribe each measureable precipitatlon elJent since the last Inspection 

Clear 1 degree F. Rain Gage located in contractors yard showed o.o on the morning 
..._ ____ --------·--'-'o"-f.::.2·..:::5..::·2""01..4.·:........-----· ·---------.....l 
Sectign !- Constructionand Stabilization/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Estimate the construction slteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabilized. .1 Acres 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently temporadly stabilized with 12.9 Acres 
~controls. 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently pg[TllanenUy stabilized 15 Acres with erosion controls, or that has ~~ tQ ill! di!YYrgl!~ by construction activities and is therefore stabilized. 
Provide the total acreage of disturbance expected, or the total project footprint. The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount, and It should match what is shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
narrative and NOI. 
The SWPPP reflects the most current project conditions inciudinggrading, stabilization, and BMP 

121Yes 0No Installation. 
" 

112212014 
Provide the date of the most recent SWPPP update or modifiCation. SWPPPmod. 

15 
Comments I Project is in winter shutdown. See Report# 67 for expla_nation on the figures In section 4. 

Section 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas..!ll!! Inspected, Include the reason in the Observations section. 
Construction Areas 

Area Observation$ 

--

r----- Station No. or Locatio~ Descril!llon .... 
All areas stabilized for winter A couple problem slope area$ will need to 

Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated time shutdown with either be addressed. Current BMP's not 
permanent or temporary erosion effective to maintain WQS's. 
controls. See section 6 below for further detail. 

Onsita Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site. No reportable observations 
.. --· .. _ 

ITD2802, Rev. 11·26-12 Page 1 of 5 
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Areii Station No. or Location Oeacrliitlon Observation• 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles None No reportable observations 
··- Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 

yard. Tank is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, control and countermeasure 
Equipment Storage/MalntenanceiFueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom. Spill containment kit Is located near the 
Contractors Jobslte office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No reoortable observations 

Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exits/Offsite Tracking 
s. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of No Reportable observations 

I ~~~c; ~~tatlon 9+83) End of 
eel station 153+12 

A!ltesrt 
.. "-

Discharge Points -Includes stormwater, non..stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 
Note al!.disohorge points In this table. Document any controls regylred to ~~s;b.em In the lnatalled Controls CBMPsl table below. 

Type of Dlschar!lo Point Station No. or Location Description ·- Observation• 

Existing culverts used to convey 156+60, 142+10, 135+00, 118+80, 
104+36,96+50, 89+06,84+18 storm water and snow melt from 74+84, CP5 (est. 68+30) No reportable observations ditch on left of project to right of 55+73, 52+50, 50+00.40+61 project 
27+50 

" 
Unnamed tributary to Tuner Creek 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est. 129+00) 
Unnamed tributary crossing Emerald 
Rd.119+15Rt. 
Turner Creek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing cu !verts to convey stream 77+60 Rt. ·--···· ..... - .. , ................. 
No Reportable observations and creek beds through road way$ Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 

61+80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

Discharges Entering Waters of the US 
If a discharge violated 10 water quality standards (5,2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Follll ITO 2790 within 24 hours, and documented In the project's Corrective Action Reporting Lag aG required by 5.4. 
if a discharge is occurring or has occurred, describe the discharge location (s) and visual abservationldescrlpllon/qu'a"'lity,::c.,(4C...1~.6"".6"".'"'b)---, 
VIsual observations of discharges through existing culverts crossing Burma Rd. Look good. Culvert crossings as 
defined in the 401 certification have baen tested for turbid! , See the turbid! sam lin lo sheet for further details. 
Identify if eontrols have operated effectively or are In need of ma"intanance, or If additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Nothing to report this Inspection 

Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all Installed controls used to dlvertlconveylretainltreat stormwater and/or non-stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabllb:ation measures, and pollution prevention measures 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11·28.12 Page 2of5 
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----~-;--77,~~~~~-=~~-·~~~~~~~--------~·~~~~-------, TypeiDeaorlptlon of Control Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Perimeter controls 
(Slit fence) 

Fiber Wattles 

14+60·16+75 14+82-15+50 
16+1 0·16+·25 18+55·22+30 
22+30-24+00 27+62-35+26 
35+22-39+80 39+80-6$+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence another est. 
500 feet on the south east line 
Perimeter controls58+38 rt. To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 76 feet. Installed Wire 
backed slit fence. Altered silt 
fence location from SWPPP plan. 
Moved fence down the slope to 
the project limits to allow for 
future clearing 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 

110+00 to 152+24 as perSWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls as per 
SWPPP installed except those that 
would affect or be in the way of 
traffic on Burma Rd. 
78+60 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 167+00. 
146+46 rt. 
At outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA's 68+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 

No reportable observations 

No reportable observations 

and 104+46 
1----------tr.~~~;;;;------ .. +--,--o::-_,.,---::::-.,--------l 

10+60 to 38+00 MulchiTackifler not sufficient enough in a 
11 +00 to 24+50. Lt. couple areas on the slopes where hill side 
24+50 to 66+00 It, seeps have caused problems. 

Hydro mulchltacklfier 56+00 to 78+00 it. See Section 6 below for further details 
101+00 lt. to 123+00 lt. Wildlife traffic Is also causing a fair amount 
123+00 to 136+00 It of damage to slopes.ICurrently not vlsable 

- .. ------c-------+,.-===-:;-:-_-:--=====c+d_u_e_to_tll_e_s_n~~ covering) _ 
Rock check dams combined with 
rock lined ditch@ STA 78+50 rt. 

Check dams, berms, sandbags 
etc. 

(north side of carlin Bay Rd.) 
Rock check dams installed up 
hill from and with Inlet 

-------.. ·-··---'--'p"-rotections 

lTD 2!102, Rov. 11 .. 28·12 Page 3 of 5 
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Inlet and outlet prote~tlons 

Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+06, S6+55, 
104+40 
Inlet protections installed on 9·6· 
2013 atSTA's 61+90, 40+60 

No reportable observations 

Spill containments, washout 
etc. 

protections 

near the Contractors Jobslte 
office. Within close proximity to 
the fuel storage tank. 
General, throughout project; spill 
contalnmente beneath stationary 

No reportable observations 

~~~~----------~ 
Plastic covering No reportable observations 

Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
Completed Since Last Inspection 

~·-·· 

Item No. Location Ac.tion Taken 

I 
Da 

1 
-

ld tlfldO I C en e ur 1!!1 urren t I tl ns~on 

~.o. Location AoUon Roqulr$d Date to Oa comptete:d 

Repair slope failure. Another corrective action report 

Private drive ( Litten will not be going out for this area. It Is currently fitting 
1 for this aro:ta to be inetuded with SWPPP mod/corrective See below L.ane) plan station left action 15. This area will be addressed when SWPPP 

mod 15 Is fulfilled. See notes in line 2 below 
A correCtive action to repair the slope at the before 
mentioned Stationing is required. Failure to repair this A repair date has 
area will result In a near future slope failure. yet to be 

2 71+40 lt. (SWPPP mod/CorrectM> action 15 submitted 1-22·14 de term I ned but and mentioned In r•>port If. 66 was not completed. Storm will be In the 
W~ter team Has devised a plan to p[erform thf>Se near future 
repairs. Inclement weat11eo· and freezing temperatures 

-- has thla work on tempon1ry hold,) 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 
none at this time -- "" 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made Into the Collective Actions Reporting Tables In the 
SWPPP per CGP 6.4. 

0 Required stormwater control was never Installed, was installed Incorrectly, or not In accordance with the requirements 
in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not idantifted in initial SWPPP) 

0 The stormwater controls installed are not affective enough tor the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 
or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

0 One Of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings " Check all that apply 
0No Maintenance Requirements were noted In the preyjous inspection report. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous lnspeclion report have been satisfactorily completed. 

i2JAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the grevjous Inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed, 
lTD 2802, Rev. 11-28·12 Page 4 of 5 
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181NewMalntenance Requirements have been identified In the !ll!!I§!l1 inspection report. 
D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified In the current Inspection report. 
0Condltions eldstthat trlggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 6.4. 
0 Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit en lTD 2790: 

Section 7 ·Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
OO:cument .Outstanding Issues or .other Project Information Not Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or when praciplt<;ttlon accumalatlons reach .51nch or more. 
In the areas as. described. In the 401 certification .. 
list any Permits/Special Operating Conditions fOr the Project 
2012 Construction Gen!l.ral Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Penni!# NWW-2012-601-902 June 8 2012; Idaho 
De!l'<lrtmant Of Enviromantal Quality 401 Permit, June 4 2012. 

Sectig!J 8 • Inspection Certification 
1

1

Ksy Number Tnspoctlon Number I Ourront Inspection Date 
09462 68 2/6/2014 

Primary Inspectors Namo (rype or Print) 
Randy durland A / 

Pri7~~ /~~~/ I DateSignod 
d :z.. -d 7-/'I 

Water. Pollilflon CondifManliget IWPCMI Signature 
WPCM Name (Typo or Print) I WPCM Trolnll'lg Quallflcatlon Datol ~PCM Trolnlng Quallfloatlon Number 
Jeremy Jenkins 11/21/2012 AGC-90-1120212012 
WPCMSignatur& ~Date Signed 

l.---- -~----"""" 
.. 

fl. ~6- ;;1...~ 1'-/ --~ 
~ 

Contractors Acknowledgment- Reqelpt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of lnsp11ction Findings 
1. have received a copy of this Inspection report and been InfOrmed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
ACtions, and: 
[] I agree with the inspectlcm findings 

D I disagree with the Inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
If contractor d!$agrees with ndtngs and recoMmended Ma ntenana&·~<tequirements and or corrective ·Actions:, speorfy- reasonsli1 the·spa·ce· be Ow 

Section 9 - ITO Compliance Certification • Mys! b!! signed by DtatrlotEpgjnaer gr PUIY Authorized Representative 
"i certifY under penalty Of law that this dQoument and I in acocrdanoe 
with a system designed that quallfled Based on 

Inquiry of the I the 

Distribution: Original - DE 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11-28-12 

Copies- RE OEM. 

are significant 

Dis!. Env. HQ ENV SWPP 

Page G Of5 

--·····----
108



0 Stormwater Compliancelnspection ITD2802 (Rev.11-28·12) 
itd.idaho.gov 

Inspection h:ientiflcation Number*1-09462-68. 
•identification Number is created automatically once Oistriqt Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number hava been 
entered. 

Section 1 Project lnform;~tion " 

Key Number Project Number 

094S2 SIP-5723(1 00) 
ITO Dlotrlct Resident Engineer 

1 Todd Bartolome 
Plime Gontraotor'.s Naine 

Apollo, Inc .. 

Section 2 • Inspector Information 
Inspected By 

Jeremy Jenkins and Tony BUtler 
lnopeOjor(s) OG$Ignatton 

I Project Name 
Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JOT SH-97 

'ITO NPOES Tracking No. 

IDR120962 
I Contractofe NPDE!! Tra<>klng No. contractor Has Filed Their NOT If Yes, Date NOT Flied 

IDR12C974 DYes IZ1 No 

'

ITO ln. spector Quallfica~an Program Number (IQP) 

22,325 

iZIJoi(lliiD and WPCM iJITD Environmental Ocontrac!or's WPCM 0 Otherl3r<l Party 

Section .3-.liliilpectlon and Weather ll'lformation 
l.ri$pel~ Current Inspection· Dale 

. ~ 2/1212014 
Prevlou$1n•poctloli Plito 

2/6/2014 
Number·ofbavs SineS LaSt·ln.sp~ctiQi1 

7 
Re~~qh fOr lMpe¢iort • Explanation (lfreq~lred) 

121 Routine 0 R~in Event 
Curtentweather·conditidn& and· Temperature 

Windy 43 ~agrees. F 

D~Bci'lbe _~Bch iriEt.iisureable _precjplmtiOh:event s.ince -~h~·la$~ in~;Jp.$.cthin 
. Rain Gage located in contractors y;~rd sli\l.wed M$ on t!le morning 
of 2·11.·2Q14.lhiswqu!d h.ave peen snow rne.lt as there was no 
precipitation bel,weE)Ji lhEl5'h and. the 11th .. 
Rain ila9e.showed:0.19 on the morning of 2·12•2014. (rain) 

StatliS 

Wlth 12.9 Acres 

15Acres 

Project Is hi winter shutdown. See 

Section &-Construction Areas, Discharge Poinbl, and Installed ControJs(aMPs) Inspected 
Fcir any areas not inspected, ih.clude the reason In the OI)S~rvations section. 

Construction Areas 
Area Station NQ, or Loc~uon Oe$crlptlon Ob~ervatlcins 

All areas stabilized for winter A couple probleri'l $lope areas will need to 

Areas Cleared, Grade~. or E;xcavflied 
time shutdown With either be addressed. currentBMP's.not 
permanent or temporary erosion effective to milintain WQS' s. 
controls. See section 6 below for furth$r detail.. 
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Area Station No. or Location Oescription Ob$eryajlol)s 
Onslte Waste I Borrow 1 Stockpiles Con.tractors yard/ waste site. No reportable obserllalions 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles None No reportable observations 
Fuel storage tan!< located at contractor's 
yard. Tank Is doui:Jie wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contraotor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, qontroJ alid COI.mtermeasure 
Equipment StorageiMaintenilhce/Fuellng Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom. Spill containment kit is located near the 
Contractors Jobslte office. Wtthln close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No tf!Portable observations 

Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exlts/Offsite Tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Elegtnnlng of Nil Reportable observations project (station 9+83) End of 
I project (station 153+12 

Asle sit 

[)ischarge Points -Inc lucie$ s.tormwater, non-stormwater, and other potential pollutant sourees 
Note ~II dlsch~rge paints in this table. Doournent a~y .controls required to address them in the Installed Controls (BMPs) table below. 

Type of Dis~harge Point Station No. or Location i;lescriptlo~ Observations 

Existing culverts 11sed to convey 156+50, 142+10, 135+00; 118+80, 

storm waw and snow tnalttrom 104+36,9~+50;89+06,64+18 

ditch on left of project to right (if 74+114; CP~ (est; 68+30.) No reportable observations 
s~+73,o2+~o,5o+oa,4o+61 proj(ilct 27+.50 
Urtname~ !rlbOI\Jry toTut)er Creek 
yto$slhg B~pmaRd. (e~t.12e+o9) 
Unn~med tributary ~:rossing t:metald 
Rd. 119+15Rt 

Existing culverts to .convey stre!;lm 
and cr;.~k b<ids through road ·ways 

T~rn!lr Crel!lk.crossing Garlin Bay Rd. 
77+60Rt. 
Tributacy spring .crosshig Burma R.d. NO Reportlllble obsent"ll!ons 

.61-t'SO 
Trl!lufury spring crossing E)urm$ Rd. 
35+63 (. ahso ci.tchE!s ani[ conveYs 
ditch llnewater) 

. 

Discharges Entering Waters of tile US 
lfadlschar~"'· lilol~ted .ID ~fi!!ter qu$1ity standards (5.2: 1 c2), or Is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must bs rtilPOrted .to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using FOITl) lTD 2790 within 24 hours,, and documented In the project·s Corrective A<;tion Reporting Log ~s required by 5.4. 
If a discharge is occurring or has occLirr~.d· describe th~ d!soh?r~~ I<;Jceition (s) and visual 6bse1Vatiori/descrljltionlq41i\lity (4.1.6.6.b) 
Vlsqal.()bservations of discharges throtJgh existing. culverts crossing Burma Rd. Look Qo()d. Culvertcro~inQs as 

. defined in. the 401 certi!ic:atlon have been tested forturbidltv. $ee thettirbidltv sarnpllna too st\eet fot further detaUs. 
ldetitify lfcpntrols.halie operated effectively or are in need of malntenahCe, or lfaddiliolial dilntrqls are needed {4.1.6.6.<:) · 
Nothing to report this Inspection 

l.n$taUed C.oo~rQis (BMPs) 
In this tabl.e nata aU instil lied controls used to dlvert/convey/retain/treatstorml'!lllter~ndlor non-~tormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, aild pollution prevention measures 
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-: 
Type/Descrjpllon of Control l!tation No. or Location Oesoription Observations 

14+.50-16+75 14+.82-15+60 
111+1!)-18+-2618+56·<!2+3.0 
22+30-24+00 27+62-36+26 
36+<!2-39+80 39+80-58+38 
Contractors yard ori South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site' 1 ,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt felice another est. 
500 feet on thfi.SQUth eal!lt line 
Perimeter controls5Q+38 rt. To 
77+831 77+83 rt. Paralleling Cllrlin 
~ay rd. est. 75 feet.lnllltalle.d Wire 
backed lliiUence. Altered slit 
fence location from SWPPP pll!n. 

Perimeter controls Moved fence down the slope to 
No reportable observations (Slit fl'lnce) the project limits to allow for 

future clearing 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
9.2+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 19 110.+17. 

110+00 to 152+2411!! per SWPPP 
Si1tf11no.e from 97+00 to 101)+00 
differ& from sWPPP, fence runs 
cohtitiUQUS 
All perimeter c()ntrols al! Pll' 
SWPPP J.nstalle!l excQpt those that 

· would 11ff~ct or b$ in the way of 
trpffi~ o.n. B11rma Rd. · 
78+50 to 79+2!! rt. 
120+60 Rt. 31)feet to the right 

.· 

70+9.9 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 167+00. 

Fiber Wattles 145+4.5 rt. No reportal)le 9b$ervations At o!Jtfilll sidll ohross Cl!lverts, 
sTA's $8+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
and right 84+01), B9+20, 9.6+60 
and 104+45 
1 0+60 to 38+00 . Mulch/Tai:kifier nQt sufficient enough in a 
11+00to 24+50. Lt. couple areas on th«J slopes where hill side 
24+.50 to 56+.00 lt. seep11.have caused problems. 

Hydro mulchltacklfler 1!.6+00 to 78+00 lt. S.ee Se~;tioii 6 below for further details 
101+00 It, to 123+.00 lt. Wlldlif!i traffic is ;liso causing a fair amount 
123+00 to 13$+00 lt. Qf dllm~ge to siQP!Is. (Currently not vl~able 

duil to the snow c!lvering) 
Rock. ci'leck dams combined With 
r11ck lined dit,ch @ STA 78+50 rt. 

Check dams, )lerms, sandbags (north side of Carlin Bay Rd,) No reportable observations ete. Rock check dams lnetalled up 
hill from ari(l Wltlllnlet · 
protections 

ITO 2602, Rev. 11-28·12 Page 3 of6 

111



Inlet protections/check dallls 
Const.ructed lll(lth clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+01), !)6+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 104+40 No reportable observations 
Inlet protections Installed on 9·6· 
2013 at. STA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporery lnle~ protections 
Installed at all culverts 
Spill contal.nment kit Is lo.cated 
near the Contractors J.obslte 

Spill containments, washout office. Within close proximity to 

basins etc. the fuel storage tank. No reportable .observations 
General, tllroughout proJect; spill 
containments. beneath stationary 
Ant:! senil stationary equipment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 it. 

Plastic covering Walls 5 and 6 No teportable observations 
New alignment frqm estimated 
Sta.129+00.to 137.+50 

Section &-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
ComPleted Since Last Inspection 
Item No. l,.oc;:atlo,n · Actlon.1'~kon . Date Completed 

1 

ld.ff"dD 1· C en 1111 ur ng urren f n!IPeCIOn . 

1iemNo. L~D~'ori AOtiOn Rt;~q~Jred. D~te 1o· be Complelod 
~ep11lr slope failure, Anmher corre<:til/11 action report 

·. 

Private drive (Litten will nl)t '- 99ing out for this area: ltls currently fitting 
1 Lane)plan station left. for this lli'il.~ to be inci!JdecJ witb SWPPP lllod/corrective See below 

action 16. Ttiis i.irea Will be ad.dressed wl:oim SWPPP . 

mod '11l. is. fulfilled. See notes In line 2 below . 
A corrective action to repair tti11 slope at the beforll 
lllentloned stationing Is required. Failure 19 r11pah' ttils 

· area will reilulfln a niiarfi.ltlire. itlt>PII failure, · A repair date has 

(SWPPPm.od/Carrective action 1~ submitted 1-22•14 
y11Ho be · 

2 71+40 lt. determined but . <!nd m,entloned in report # 66. Wlis nt>t ccmpleted. Storm will be in the Water te~;~lll Has d!!VISE!d a plan fa p[erform these nearf!.lture rep'!irs. Inclement weather.and.treezing temperatures 
ha.s .this work on temp,orary hold.) . 

3 

Identify any arid all actual or pbtenilal Incidents Of CGP noncompliance, including admin.lstratlve noncompllanee 
non.e at this time 

Conditions Triggering CorrectiVII. Acti.on Report . . . 
If any of thE! 3 c.onditlona below an~ aiJeoked, an entry must b"' made into th!l Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

[J R$qulred stormwate.r.control. was never Installed, was installed Incorrectly, or notjn accordance with the requirements 
· In CGP P;;uts 2 and/or 3 (5.;!.1.1) (Additional aMPs notldentlfled In initial SWPPP) 

D The stormwater controls. installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 
or appllc;able requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

D One of the prohibited discharges In GGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has o.ccurred (5,2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
mat!lrial) 

Summary of lnspecth:>n Findings • Check all th.at apply 
0No Malntan<>nce Requirements were noted in the previous inspection raport. 
OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been satisfactorily compl!9teq. 
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!211AII Maintenance Requirements noted in the prey!ous inspection report have not b!en satisfactorily completed. 

181NewMalntenance Requirements have been Identified tn the ~Inspection report. 
D BMP rnsl:illlatton Requirements par SWPPP have been Identified in the current Inspection report. 

0Condltlons exlstthat trtggeredan enlly into the Corrective Action& Reporting Log In the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Gondltlons exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

-Section 7 Other Outstanding lteme or Notes 
Document Outelanding Issues or Other Project Information I'Jllt Designated as a Correotlve Aotion or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling Is eurnsntly being done once a week or when precipitation acc::umalattons reach .51nch or more. 
In the areas as daacrlbed in the 401 certification. 
Lilli any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the ProJect 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army CorpB of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-802 June 8 2012; Idaho 
DepartmentOfEnvlromental Quatitv401 Permit June42012. . 

§!!!illgn §• Inspection Certification 

Primary Inspector's Nama ~Pt1nt) 

.liEn~-~~ IIUII&U~~ 7'(;-a • ()lVt..f. BvrtfYt-
·Prlmol}'lnspo<llo~re -d"' /# 

. . "" - ;:r;:r 
c----· .,.,. 

Water Pollillii'ln Control: Mana 
W M Nom• (Typo or P~n~ 
Jeremy Jenkins 

r ~y NUmber IJinspsctlilR Number I ~urrent Inspection Oat& 
09482 .88- 69 2112/2014 

I Date Signed 

z~~;?-21b~9 

ConttliiiiOrs Ackno edgment- Receipt of Inspection snd Acknowledg_ment of Inspection Findings 
I have receiVed a copy of this Inspection report and been lnfonmed of Maln!(lnooce Requirements andfor Corrective 
Actions, and; 

IU I agree with the inspection findings 

0 I disagree with the Inspection findings (specify reasons below) 

Section 9 - ITO COmpliance Certification • Must be S19ned ilY Dlatrtot Engineer or Duly Authorized ~epresentaWa 
'I certify under penaRv of law that this document and allattachmenls were pN~pared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel · gathered and eVll.l~ated the Information ccntidnad therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or parsons who persons dlflK)tlli Information, the 
Information contained • to the best · • and s1gn111011nt 

I 

• I 
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Stormwater Compliancelnspection ITO 2802 (Rev.11-28-12) 

ltd.idaho.gov 

Inspection Identification Number*1-09462-70 

*Identification Number is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

. Section 1 Project lnformatuon 
Key Number Project Number Project Name 

09462 STP-5723(100) Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
lTD District Resident Engineer I :TO NPDES Tracking No. 
1 Todd Bartolome IDR12C962 
Prime Contractor's Name I Contractor's NPOES Tracking No.I Contractor Has Filed Their NOT If Yes, Date NOT Filed 
Apollo, Inc. IDR12C974 DYes lSI No 

Section 2 - Inspector Information 
Inspected By 

Jeremy Jenkins I
ITD Inspector Qualification Program Number (IQP) 

N/A 
lnspector(s) Designation 

0Joint lTD and WPCM OITD Environmental 

-Section 3 Inspection and Weather Information 

ISIContractor's WPCM D Other/3rd Party 

Inspection No. Current Inspection Date Previous Inspection Date Number of Days Since Last Inspection 

70 2/17/2014 2/12/2014 5 
Reason for Inspection I Explanation (if required) 
0 Routine lSI Rain Event ! 
Current Weather Conditions and Temperature Describe each measureable precipitation event since the last inspection 

Rain Gage located in contractors yard showed 0.25 on the morning 
of2-15-2014. another rain event starting late in the day 2-16-2014 

Rainy with light wind 39 degrees F. and continueing through this day of 2-17-2014 produced 0.70 as of 
9:30 am. the gage was emptied although the rain event was 
continueing. 

Section 4- Constructionand Stabiiization/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Estimate the construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabilized . . 1 Acres 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently temporarily stabilized with 
12.9 Acres erosion controls. 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently permanently stabilized 15 Acres with erosion controls, or that has yet to be disturbed by construction activities and is therefore stabilized. 
Provide the total acreage of disturbance expected, or the total project footprint. The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount, and it should match what is shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
narrative, and NOI. 
The SWPPP reflects the most current project conditions includinggrading, stabilization, and BMP 

/SIYes ONo installation. 
1/22/2014 

Provide the date of the most recent SWPPP update or modification. SWPPPmod. 
15 

Comments I Project is in winter shutdown. See Report# 67 for explanation on the figures in section 4. 

Section 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas not inspected, include the reason in the Observations section. 

Constmction Areas 
I Area I Station No. or Location Description I Observations 
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Area Station No. or Location Description Observations 
All areas stabilized for winter A couple problem slope areas will need to 

Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated time shutdown with either be addressed. Current BMP's not 
permanent or temporary erosion effective to maintain WQS's. 
controls. See section 6 below for further detail. 

Onsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site. No reportable observations 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles None No reportable observations 

Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 
yard. Tank is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, control and countermeasure 
Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom. Spill containment kit is located near the 
Contractors Jobsite office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No reportable observations 

Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exits/Offsite Tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of 
No Reportable observations project (station 9+83) End of 

project (station 153+12 
Aste sit 

Discharge Points- Includes stormwater, non-stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 
Note all discharQe points in this table. Document anv controls required to address them In the Installed Controls IBMPs) table below. 

Type of Discharge Point Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Existing culverts used to convey 156+50, 142+10, 135+00, 118+80, 

storm water and snow melt from 104+36, 96+50, 89+06, 84+18 

ditch on left of project to right of 74+84, CP5 (est. 68+30) No reportable observations 

project 55+73, 52+50,50+00,40+61 
27+50 
Unnamed tributary to Tuner Creek 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est. 129+00) 
Unnamed tributary crossing Emerald 
Rd. 119+15 Rt. 
Turner Creek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing culverts to convey stream 77+60 Rt. No Reportable observations and creek beds through road ways Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
61+80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

Discharges Entering Waters of the US 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (5.2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented in the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4. 
If a discharge is occurring or has occurred, describe the discharge location (s) and visual observation/description/quality (4.1.6.6.b) 
Turbidity sampling log shows current readings and details. Culvert crossings as defined in the 401 certification have 
been tested for turbidity. See the turbidity sampling log sheet for further details. 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or if additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Hydro mulch (erosion control on the slopesO are failing and not operating effectively. Additional measures are needed. See Section 6 
below as well as the oictures and notes accompanied with the turbidity sampling log. 

Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat stormwater and/or non-stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, and pollution prevention measures 
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Type/Description of Control Station No. or Location Description Observations 
14+50-15+7514+82-15+50 
16+10-18+-25 18+55-22+30 
22+30-24+00 27+62-35+25 
35+22-39+80 39+80-58+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1 ,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence another est. 
500 feet on the south east line 
Perimeter controls58+38 rt. To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 75 feet. Installed Wire 
backed silt fence. Altered silt 
fence location from SWPPP plan. Numerous areas of the siit fence 

Perimeter controls Moved fence down the slope to throughout the project is full or nearly full 
(Silt fence) the project limits to allow for with snow. This appears to not be a 

future clearing problem at this time. 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 

11 0+00 to 152+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls as per 
SWPPP installed except those that 
would affect or be in the way of 
traffic on Burma Rd. 
78+50 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 157+00. 

Fiber Wattles 145+45 rt. 
No reportable observations 

At outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA's 68+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and 104+45 
1 0+50 to 38+00 Mulch/Tackifier not sufficient enough in a 
11 +00 to 24+50. Lt. couple areas on the slopes where hill side 
24+50 to 56+00 lt. seeps have caused problems. 

Hydro mulch/tackifier 56+00 to 78+00 ft. See Section 6 below for further details 
101+00 lt. to 123+00 lt. Wildlife traffic is also causing a fair amount 
123+00 to 136+00 it. of damage to slopes. (Currently not visable 

due to the snow covering) 
Rock check dams combined with 
rock lined ditch @ STA 78+50 rt. 

Check dams, berms, sandbags (north side of Carlin Bay Rd.) 
No reportable observations etc. Rock check dams installed up 

hill from and with inlet 
protections 
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Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+06, 96+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 
104+40 

No reportable observations 
Inlet protections installed on 9-5· 
2013 atSTA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporary Inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts 
Spill containment kit is located 
near the Contractors Jobsite 
office. Within close proximity to 

Spill containments, washout 
basins etc. the fue! storage tank. No reportable observations 

General, throughout project; spill 
containments beneath stationary 
And semi stationary equipment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 !t. 

Plastic covering Walls 5 and 6 No reportable observations 
New alignment from estimated 
Sta. 129+00 to 137+50 

Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 

Completed Since Last Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Taken Date Completed 

1 No items completed since the last Inspection 

Identified During Current Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Required Date to be Completed 

1 17+00 to 18+50 
Re-establish ditch to prevent water from cutting across 

2-24-2014 
Burma rd. repair Burma Rd. as needed. 

2 
Litten Ln. and STA 71+40 Slope failure repairs See previous report for more 

2·24-2014 lt. details 

47+501t.,62+401t.,67+40 
See Corrective action following this report. Repair 

3 lt... procedure should be the same as that of the slopes 2-24-2014 
above. 
For pictures and notes see the turbidity sampling log for 
2-17-2014 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 
none at this time 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

D Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 
in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 

D The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 
or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings -Check all that apply 

DNo Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous inspection report. 

DAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been satisfactorily completed. 

IZ!AII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed. 

iZJNewMaintenance Requirements have been identified in the current inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 

Dconditions existthat triggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
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D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 Other Outstanding Items or Notes -
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information Not Designated as a Correclive Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalations reach .5 inch or more. 
In the areas as described in the 401 certification. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Project 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-802 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department Of Enviromental Quality 401 Permit, June 4 2012. 

Section 8 - Inspection Certification 
Key Number 

09462 

I Inspection Number I Current Inspection Date 

70 2/17/2014 

Primary Inspector's Name (Type or Print) 

Tony Butler NO SIGNATURE REQUIRED, WPCM ONLY INSPECTION 

Primary Inspector's Signature I Date Signed 
N/A 

Water Pollution Control Manager (WPCM) Signature 
WPCM Name (Type or Print) 1 WPCM Training Qualification Date IWPCM Training Qualification Number 

Jeremy Jenkins 111/21/2012 AGC-90-1120212012 

_ ..... - ---
ContR!ctois Acknowfe~nt- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
I have received a copy of this inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 

I"] I agree with the inspection findings 

D I disagree with the inspection findings (specify reasons below) 

If contractor disagrees with findings and recommended Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective Actions, speclfy reasonsin the space below 

Must be signed by Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 

f b f d _p~nalties or su mitting · alse information, inclu ing the possibility of fine and im risonment for knowing violations." 
Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Name (Type or Print) Title 

Brett Brown, Project Engineer, 

Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Signature ~ /j~ Dl9itally slgnod hy Brott Browr> I Date Signed 
DN: rn~Bmtt Browr1, o=Apolto tno. ou, 

2/18/2014 email~hr<ttb@apolloiJc,mm, c;US 
Oate: 1014.()1.18 15:11:46·0B~O' 

Section 9- lTD Compliance Certification - Must be signed by District Engineer or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submittino false information, includlno the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations." 
District Engineer or Authorized Representative's Name (Type or Print) ~Title 

Todd Bartolome, PE LHTAC Resident Engineer 
District Engineer or Authorized Representative's Signature 1 Date Signed 

see next page for signature I 

Distribution: Original - DE Copies- RE OEM. Oist. Env. HQ ENV SWPP Contractor 
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D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 · Other Outstanding Items or Notes • 
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information Hm Deslgnated·as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or When precipitation accumalatlons reach .5 Inch or more. 
In the areas as described in the 401 certification. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Project . . ·. . · 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-eo1-B02 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department Of Envlromelitl;ll Quality.401 Permit. June 4 2012. 

§!c!IOil 8 • lnsp\'lction (:ertificati()n 
1
1
KeY Number 
09462 

,.Inspection Number I Currant Inspection Date 
70 211712014 

Prima'!' Inspector's Name (Type or Print) 
Tony Butler NO SIGNATURE REQUIRED, WPCM PNL Y INSPECTION 
Primary Inspector'~ Slgnatu~ I Date Signed 

. N/A 
-

Water Pollution Control M.anaaer IWPCM) Signature 
WPC.M Name (Type orPrln9 JWPCM Training .Quallflc~llon Date WPCMTr>lnlng Qualification ~umb.~r 
Jer~n1Y Jenkin$ 11/211201:1. . ACilC-90·1120212012 
WPCM.Si~n~t~!':'.... ·~ ·. ·. I Date Signed 

,., .. :".'"·'····-" ·- .~.,... ..... ·•"'::...~-:- . . - .·c·=- ·~- ·-·· . $- J7·~ Z& I '-J 

Con~~A~kno . gment ~ Receipt oflnspectlon al)d ·Mkn!>WI\'I!Igm\'lnt of Inspection fllndlngs 
I h!i!Ve repsl\(ed. a copy ofthls l~spection report ahd been ln1'ortn.Elcl of M~lntenllryce Requirement!j ahdior Corrective 
Action~:~, at'ld: · · 

D il!lgreawlth !Me in~flecti!)tl find.li'lgs 

Or disagree Wiihth$ inspection findings (specify reasons b~low) 
If opntraotofdleaureos Wltn finding, !!nd recommended Molliten.a~oe Requlreme~ts"'·"'lih"'d"'/6"r P""'Q""treoo::· .· "'Uy"'e AT¢'"1o:ch::-$,~SP"'s"'ol!y". ·-=reccas'"'oo=-=s""'in""th"'e "'sp'"'«oe"""b~elo""w.,-. ----; 

I 

.SEE PREVIOUS PAGE FOR SIGNATURE 

CQmpliance Certification • 
of law 

Distribution: -DE Oople$ ~ RE OEM. 
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Inspection Identification Number''i-09462--71 

lTD 2802 (Rev. 11-28-12) 
itd.idaho.gov 

*Identification NtJmber is created automatically once District Number. l<ey Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

~fJ!QIJJ. ·· Pmject Information 

~;4~•;nber ;i~~~N;;~;~O~)-- ............................................. I~~~~~;~;;~~!t~:~~~~-~~ f~: ~ ~~-;~~~~;--··--· 
~TD Dlstnct ~~~=~~:~~~::e ---- · • · --- ------ - .. - · · · -- • .. ----- .. .. .. I :~~,:.~-~;;ckmg.N(,---- .. 

;~m~~~~!:~~t:i·-,~~;~1~~-~ ----~:: -~--~-~~:==~~~~~~~~;,~~fu-s-~-~<~g-~oJd;~~~r~1:s_;~~r~'"''·~~rtv~-~~:i~N:.T ~~ed 
~~ '" Inspector Information 

~
~:~!:: ~~~~1~1;1::~:.~.:;:::~-~~r;~::-----· ....... ........ · -- · -l~~~~~~ct'Oi"'ci<iafiiioauo.1Proiiia'ii\ilril1ifier-liO=P 
!i,sP6Ckii·(6)Ereslg!hltiOii-~---·-·----···· .. ~······ ......... __ ··-----.. --~ .. -~-----" .... " .... " .......... --""~" ........ ~"', .. ., ~ ··-- -- ·· ·--- - · ~ · · · -- - -· ~ -~-~ · ~~ · '""~~-- · --- "" - · · · 

i?.?JJoint lTD and WPCM []lTD Environmental []Contmctor 'e WPCM I] Other/3'' Party _ ............ ~.~-·-~----·---------·----··-......... ____________ ~-- ------~ --~. - ~~--- ~ - . . --.------- ----- - ----· ---- ~ ----- - --- -
~iQn3Hm>pection and Wealher inform~~km 

;~P•:on ~~;~~;~~~~~~~n ilai~~~~~-----~- --~-~ I ~;~~~;~~~1~~ :~~~ · _-____ -__ ] ~~i~•b:r ot Llay~-§;;;;,;~;~,=~~~~·~-- : .. 
Reason for Inspection i Explanation (if required) 
1251 f{or.rtine t8l Rain l~vent I 

---- .. - .............................. __ _[,., ___ , .. , ............................... ] - ........................................................... ___ , _________ , ....................................................... . 
Cum~nt We~'thc9r Condit!ons and TGmpGraturc Describe each measureabl~ prt:~cipita\ion event since th~ !ast insp0ction 
M tl _ " 3 d _ 1... Rain Gage located in contractors yard showed 0.5f5 on the morning 
--~"-~ SUI'II1Y "--~~~~=-=:~ .................. -........... .."!f.~:~1_!:J:?Q...1:\, ... _......................... __ ·- _ ................ .......... __ ..................... _ 

Section 4- Com!ltmctkma!ld StabifizationiSWPPPR<eccm;ll{eeping Statu!! 

~~}~~~J~1~~~-~~i~~~~~-~~~a~\:.~~~~~;~~~~~~~~I~~~~~:f~~f~~;:~c~~i~~~~r!;~~i~~~r~~~:~~~~~~]~;~~~~:=~::~ 
Estimate the construction site and construciion support activity area currently Q.~.t!JJ.:i!Jl§.'l~.Y c18bilized 

15 
A .. , 

with ero~'li9...1'! controls, or that has yet tQ .. .bQ.9isi\frbed by construction activities and is therefore stabilized. Cl 6~ 
P"iOvfcle-tile-io .. taTacreage oi'disiUriia'i1ceexpectecT:-oriii€11oiai'i)i:o]eet'fa-oiPr:iliT .. 1'iierr~evious3b'Oxeii....... ........... ....... . 
should add up to tl·ris amount, and it should match what is shown on th<" project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
_r1_a>:r.§l\i~'-"-l'd N 01. ___ ---------------·~-·-·-----.......................... . .......................................................... ~-- ....................................................... . 

~;t~~~~~~:eflec~~~~~~~-~u~r~~~~~~oj-~~~-~~rrd_i~;~~~-o~~~-ll~rrtg-~r:ding, ~~:~rlr~~~o-~:-~:~~~~~- .. -- . tSJ~:~ ....... E~~a. 
2-17 .. 20'14 CA 

Provide the date of the most recent SWPPP upd<ate or modification. 13 (not yet 
............................. , ... --------·----.......................................... ~ ... -·-... - ------------ -· ........ -- ---------·---- -~-~<?£ll.!?.<J.L. .. 
Comments I due to slopes failures and loss of BFM on the slopes throughout the pmject the unstabilized figure has 
................. :J.£l.One ... l!l2: ......... - ... - ..................................................................................................................................... _ .... _______ .......................................................... .. 

!ile~Conetructkm Areas, Discharge Points, and lroelal!ed Controhl(BMI'e) im~pecled 
For any areas not inspected, include the reason in the Observations section. 

Ccmetruction Areas 
~~--::----=-_p.reii..::===-~..::::::==- .. s~tiol1-~(i:2fiiiciiiiiili5iiaco'lj1iioii ...:=:=:==~····-onse.Vaiio'ils ==:::::..-:::::= .... 

All arr~as slabiliz;~d for winter Temporary erosion controlmemJures on 
time shutdown Vlith either the slopes throughout the project are 
pmmanen! <>r temporary erosion failing. BFM is losing and/or has lost its 

Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated 

controls. effectiveness. 
--~--.. --·--·---·---·----·-· .. ·-· ................................... ~ ..... --.................. __ .. --.. -~ .. ·-------~ .. ----................................. . 

On site Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site. No reportable observations 
-------~-·-----... ------~-~----.-- ---~ ........ _ _...,_ .. 
rTD 2802, "•v. 11-28·12 Page 1 of 6 
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--.. ,~ ... --.. ~~·- .. ·---~-·- Ar0a~·--·-··-·- .. ······~·· .... ·-~ .... ·---- ··~~1l~·r;-~~--§~~I2:~3.¥£ii.· .. !2~:~2·H~E10~~ ... ~~:~:=:=.~.~.-.~.~~~~-·:=:~~::~~::=:·q~~~ij~t-io.~~.~ ..... __ :~~== .. ~::~.·=:~~.~ ...................... __ ... _ ... _. _________ .......... -·-·· .. ·---- · · .. - Conmat is responsible for Their Own 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Conmats pit, Hayden Idaho 

environmentfll protection pl<ms, permits 
and compliance independent of lTD, 
LHTAC, East side highway district, Apollo 
Inc. and this project. Waste generated 
from the (erosion control) work being 
done at this time along the Burma Rd. 
l~roject is being l1auled to Conmat's pit. 
This site is not inspected. ---- -···--··-----···--------···----·-- ---· -·-····-- ·-·---------··· --·----··-· ·r'liefS!oraiie'i:ank IOC:atecfafcoriiriieiol;s·· 

Equipment Storage/fVIaini.enanceiFueling 
Contractor yard (off Sout1'1 Carlin 
Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable 
restroom. 

yard. Tank Is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 
~'revention, control and countermeasure 
plan. (SPCC Plan) 
Spill containment kit is located near the 
Contractors .Jobsite office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 

-·------··----.......... _ ................ ~ --------~- -----· _ _ __ -·------ ____ ___ ·- .. N..9J>S.P91!<,1bjf)_~b.~~,_l'f§_llo .. n.~ .. 
s·t E 11· es and E it /Offsit T cki 8· Carlin Bay Rd.; l3eglnning of No Heportable observations j 

Access to contractor yard off of 

... ' :~-~~-~~~~:~ ______ :_~----~--~--~:-~-~ ~~~J:~Li:i:~~~-~;~~!L~~~~-~~---·····--·· .......... .......... .. __ __ ______ ---·- ....................... . 
ASi(~ Gil 

Discti:uge Points ·-lm::h..!dea stomiWllter, non .. !ltomowater, a~d other po!e11iilll P~llluta~t aourc11® 
... _I\).Ql?.D.II.~i§9)l§I}J.~jl_Oi~_t'i_iJ~!IJis t?_IJI'h P2.£U.D10Jlt5'EY.99Jllr()_\~ . .f§_gy.i(§.ti.l£."-Ciclr~0'S tQ.e<>l,h>Jb§ ... lri~!?.II?~.QQI.li.Lql_;>_ 0.3.ME.~Lt!~l.~' 1J. \\\O.)Y ... 

Ty~ of rli!::icharge Point Station No. or L.oc~tion Description Observations .......... - ..................... ________ T5ii+so,-:i42:;·i~--I:l'5:'oo·,--i'i8+iia;--···· ----·····--·· ............ _ ................................................................ . 
r:xisting cr.tlverts used to convey 104.,.36, ge+GO, 89+00, 84+18 
storm water and snow melt from 

74+84, CF'b (est. 6il+30) 
ditch on left of project to 1·ight of G5+73, 52+CiO, 50.1.oo, 40+61 
project 27+50 

No reportable obsE,vatiom; 

_ ............ -... -............ ______ .. "--·--------·--·--·--~------·-·" .. ·ui1-i1i~tn·~tTttibUta·~-v ·t~-fl~·r~~~--cl-0ek ---·--- ·---·-·-··-...... _ ....... ·--.. -----..... -............ ___ .. _. _____ ....... ~·-··~···~-~ ........ _ .. 
Crossing Burma Hcl. (est. ·t29+00) 
Unnamed trit>utmy crossing Emerald 
Hd. 1 19+'15 l'{t. 
Turner Creel< crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing culvetts tr) convey stream '17+60 Rt. 
and creel< beds through roM ways Tributary spring crossing 13urma Rei. 

61·•·80 
Tributary spring crossing 13urma l~d. 
35H33 ( afso catches and conveys 
ditch lin<> water) 

Dlsci>arfie® Entering Waters ,,f til a US 

f\!o fh'::)pmtable observations 

If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (5.2. i .2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2. i .3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented in the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4. 
~if'a'"diSciiai·9e is OCCUI';:rng·cr-h·aitoccu·rrecctrescrrb0-i'h'0diSCh3'f9eiOcati011 (s) ancfVisuaf0bSeiV~itl"OI·l7d$$'Ciii)tf~)lli(illSfttY'-~1:1':G':Cfi))'-"'"-'"" 
Turbidity sampling log shows current readings and details. Culvert m·ossings as defined in the 401 certification have 
-~~_en te_S!<'J9_~(liJ!J~~~-ity. SeeJb!O'J':!~b.i('jity_~l1lPlil!_g_.tCJ_g_~IJ!J~tf'2f..f~ti:ll:t€JE.<:l!Jl?iiQ, __ M············--········· .. .. ....... _ ...... __ ....... . 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or if additional controls are needEld (4.i.6.6.c) 
Hydro mulch (erosion control on the slopesO are failing and not operating effectively. Additional measures are needed. See Section 6 

.. IJ.?.!9)N as well as the .~tu•s>.'L~!JQ_ri_J)_tes i'.<;.,<;Q_I!'J<~-l)!;l!iY.il.tlc.\b§Ju rqitl_lty_§gJl)PjillqjQ,'L, ______ ................................ --.-·--· ... -~ .. ·-···-·-··-

ir.stllliled Controls (BMPs) 
In this table nO!e all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat stormwater and/or non .. stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, and pollution prevention measures 
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=:= rvf,eiiSi~~ilil!lo~if~~n!E~C:=: :~~~~~~;jj~\~~~~~~~~;;;:i~tliti::: :=.~= : .. :=.:::.::::.:.i5.~~-~~~~~~~i=: =.:: =:==·=:=:: 

Perimeter controls 
(SIIIIeiica) 

•16+10--18·•·-2518~~5--22+30 
22+30-24+00 21+62·35+25 
35+22 .. 3$+!l0 :3!!+80-0:1$+38 
Contractors yard oo South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste cJ!te. ·i ,900+ feet !otaL 
Ccmtirwed silt fence another est. 
6il!l feet em the south east line 
PerimGler conlrolsl5ll+38 ;-t. 1'o 
77+83, 77+63 rt. Paral!eiing Carlin 
Bay rd. sst. '15 feet. lns!al!ed Wire 
backed ~;ill fence. Altered silt 
fenc.;, location from SWPPP plan. 
Moved fence down the slope to 
tt1e project limits to allow fo;· 
future c!earing 
78+40 to 92+00 rl. 
!l2+00to 93+00 rt. 
93+oo to 110+fl'. 

110-HlO to 15:.!+24 as [O<cr SWPPP 
Sill fence from !li+Oil io 1 OO+!l@ 
tliffem from SWPPP, fence nm© 
continuous 
All f)er!meler Gontro!s as pet' 
S\!\IPPP i!ls!al!ed except thO$e !hat 
wo~ld af'iect \'H" be in the way of 
l<alflc em Burma Rd. 
'78+50 to 7'S+25 ft. 
120,'60 m. 30 feel !o the .-!gill 

------~-----·---------· -----~----·-·-----·-----,-·--~----····· ................ .. 70+99 to·i:is·i-oi'ii::cB'il),!r~~.~--~- ············-···-··--····-··· ··············-··-·--· ················-··········· 
SWf~PP 

119+00 to 157+00. 
i46·t45 rt. 
At outfaU side of cross cu~w~wts} 
STA's 6!5+00, 7 4+1!0, "!5+40 left 
and right 84+00, 8!1+20, 9fl·H'iO 
and ·104+45 

Wattles are covered tn sm)W1 urnabfe to 
in spec!. 
No repo\li{;~bie observations 

············-- ~ ··--- i-if}!loT93ii+oo·- ······----- ···----· ----- ·····---- -········ 

Hydro mulch/!ackllier 

-~·-·~--··~··~••u•-••""'"--·~-·---·-~---·-··---

Check dams, berms, s~ndbags 
etc. 

1HOO to 24+50. Lt. 
24·•·50 to l:i!l+OO !t. 
56+00 to 71H001t. 
11YI+OO I!. to '123+00 It 
12:h'00 to 136+00 !t. 

Hydro MiliCh has los! its ,-,fl'eclivenesl&. 
BFM I@ aml ha6 bae01 wash!~<.! away In 
~"memua areas tlmmgi>ow! the> projoci 
revealing bare Mill>'"'"'"'~'~· 

i'foc"ilcTieck•daiiis~crunlii'iii'e'dwliii ----- - --- ···-~-~-------------~-·---·----------.. 
rock lined ditch@ STA 711+50 rt. 
(north side of Carlin B11y Rd.) 
Roc!( check dams installed up 
hili fwm and with inlet 

·------.. - ... ·---·--·--------··---------_ _!)ro!ectlon_!Jl~------... -.......... - .............. -.-----~--.. ·-·---· .. --............................. .. 
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'iiilefili'otileii"oilsich!ii:Y<'Eiiii_s__ --- - -- -- --- -------------- ----- --- ------- -
Constructed with clean roc!( at 
STA's 84+1 8, 89+06, ~6"-56, 

·H!4+40 No l!eporlai>!o ol>smvatkms 
Inlet r,wo!ectim1® installed on iH5--
:w·131!t STA'a 61-•ao, 40+60 
Temporary Inlet prot€JC!iMIS 
Installed at all culverts -------- ------ -st>mcoii-i!iiiimilrif"kiiisiTociitilti ___ ---- -- -- ---- ---------------------------

Spill eontainmenlll, washout 
bas~ns etc .. 

near the Contractors Jobslte 
offi<::e. Within close proximity to 
the fuel Morage tank. 
General, throughout project; '-'Pm 
containmenls bene~th stationarv 

----------------------------------- I::\.\!~-----:;;~!!1.L~tll!J.<!I.11liY__!l_'lt11P_t_ll~t __ ------------------------------ ___ -------
STA 11·Hl0 to 13+00 It Plastic covering wall 5@ ST/t 95+20 It, 
Wa!IM 5 <md S ha$ failure b~li!ml It Slop® falli.~<e allhls 
New alig11mcnt from es!im®ted locatio" 11as damaged""'' plas!io. A slope 

--------- ----------------- - St~,_:13_9_-<:QQ_t_t>_~~Z!§\)_________ -- - ~~~.!-~--~"-~-': .. '"'--~'-~"-~-~-~~----·- ---- ............... ------
~!!CtionJ!--Maintenance Requirements, BMP inslaiiations (per SWPPP), l.lnd Cm·rod!ve Actkln!ii 

r
c_;_o_!!lel<~!ted_~.!!I.E~-!,~.J~nsp_!!ctkml_. _________________ .. _________________ ---r _________ _ 
ftem __ No~ ---------------l:_o_~--~~0~-- .. - -- "Fji).i_istab.lfsii"Cfiteii ji) pre~;I'~~-'-Jfi:~drom ciJtllfiQ acm$£1- - D~e-~"ll'P!!~_d___ 

1'7-1-0il to 13+50 Burma rd. repair 13umm Rd. as ll®eded. 'T'!J!s is ll:>elng 2--20·2014 
____ __ __ _ _____________ . ____________ w_'?.:l~~!! <;>n_at !f1e !it11!"-~'f !his __ i!]_sp_.,,;Ji~n.__ _ _________ _ ___ _ ___ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ __ 

l§lllliltj!i~Q_I?_':!f!':l.IJ..Q!Jrraf.l_~I'.1~E~.<,:!IQIL______________ _ _ ____ ----------- _____ _ ........... ·······---·· ___ ........... ····-·--···---- __ _ . 
Item No. Location ,.{- ------------------------ ···--·-··· ______ :A~cc_lfli_?o.~n . .'?-_e.<_J_u_lc•cj_ -------------------------- _ -------·-·····1 1?~~!.<!_.~-:.~:~!!!E.I~~"~~-~ .. 
---------~-~j-;;:ij(fii.:;-·i.Y-~ilifii:;·sz-+;;;!) Rarsair slo!J'" r:~llum~ 

iiii1i!fi"Yiiie-ai !:>w-s-a~:;:;;-;;i;;a i,;ii)iies show-ii9i1i!.;fll.iiir--
2 'uture failun;!s. A proactive approach should b® ¥.allen to 
------- __ ___ ------·--- ___________ J'!!'f:_ll§'llt1l!fl.h_€,'£_clam!_q(J_,___ ______ __ ---------··-····· _ 

Hydro mulch (Sfl1/l) has end/or is losing its 
effectiveness. He$ washed down the slop<:>s reveali11g 
bare soils bene,!h. E•·osion controls need provided in 

3 
the~e areas to prevent lur1:het' damage to th(l s!O!)M. 
(1\!ote: It 1,; questionabl~> as to how much eeed is klfi on 
the fh1islled slope$. It li'i believed that S<)rlle awas that 
have been seeded will need to lm re-seeded when 

These wm be ill 
C/!\ i4 cl;:~t~d 2· 
i !J--2014 IIOWI!I/0Y' 
these are 11ot ot' 
tile highest 
prk;rily. 
Cmrently rwt 
setting a date at 
this time. 

-- --- - -------------- -· ............ Q!'fi.'?_ri:l,l!!l!Y..<ill<?_~'l.:L__ -----~------- --------- -- . ·····--------------
4 STA. 95·>20 lt. (wall !i) A slope failure rop~ir lileneath the plastic i'l®ads done. 2·26·2014 

:-- -Critt.ii"ii"IIl. and sfii:i:fi:4o··· siii!ietaiiiir;ror'iiirs·see rai:lort#6ifriir-ii1oi:e-ifetaiis --- ~~;~~~~~~------ --
~---- !L________ ---m····· _jg_~!!li!1_~l!!t!_tr9'!1[»r1!_\I_I(J!!!J.£~!J(Jrt!/}QL _____ , _____ ···-----------~---

47+§0 11 62.,40 It e"H4o See Corrective actim1131oUowli1g th;s 1eport. Repair 
6 It ., ., procedure should be !he $aMe as thai ofthe r>lo!l<)s 2--24--2014 

___ C..:~: _____________________________ -~1!_1)1f_e_,_(E_O_f!l!!l_1~£~l!:!':~~lli(J_Il_$. 1'0[»1)!_1_!1{0)_ .. ... ..... ..... ___ -------------------------

[
ldentlfY-any -ar1d a!Tactual (),~-pot(irltiariricidents-6/CGP 110r:!oompfiaiice:il1ciU(iiiig-adr~Tiiistraiiveiiori"coinpliancs _________ l 
none at this time 
--•---·--·-·--·--~·--·-·-----·~--"'""'--"""~~•·-·--·-·-··-·-···---"·"-~···c·~-·~-•'"'""'-•'"""""'-··-•··---•·•"'-""' ___ .,,,_,.,, ____ ,,,~~·-·-··-··•"''"_' __ , __ ,,,,,,,,,,,,_ 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Actioll Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checKed, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

l] Required storrnwatar control was never inst>illsd, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 
in CGP Parts 2 <:mdlor 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional 8MPs not identi!fed in initial SWPPP) 

[J The stormwater C()ntmls inst<lllcd are not effective enough fm the discharge to meet applicable wr,Jtar- quality standards 
or applicable reqllirerrrents in CGP Part 3:1 (5.2:1.2.) (Turbid dir;cflargct) 
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D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2;3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2, 1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings - Checlc all that apply 
0No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the prevjou§ inspection report. 
OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous Inspection report hgve been satisfactorily completed. 

181AII Maintenance Requirements noted in the prevjous inspection rE!port have not been satisfactorily completed. 
181NewMalntenance Requirements have been Identified In the l1l!!IJml inspection report. 

0 BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified In the current Inspection report. 
0Condltlons exlstthat trlggeredan entry Into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

0 Conditions exist that triggered the .need to submit an lTD Z790. 

Section 7 • Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
D~cument ou~o>tandlng Issues or Other Project Information .f:1m Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling Is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalatlons reach .5 inch or more. 
In the area11 as deecrlbli!d ln.ttle 401 ce.rtifioation. 
Llst.any Permlte/Speolal Operating Conditions for the ProJect 
2012 Construction Gene~! Permit; Us Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW,2012-601-B02 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Deoartmtimt Of Envlromental Quality401 Permit June 4 2012. _ . 

§gg!loo 8 - Inspection Certification 
Key Nuinber I ~nspeollon Number I ~url'lmt inspectlon.Date 
09462 71 211912014 

Primary inopeetcr's Name (Type or Print) 
Teresa Neu.mann 
Prim•m•slsnaturfi

11
. I Date.Signed 

ll.AO-..rv!l A, /lh ·A. - 2-z..o-'ZolL.{ 
. . 

Contractore Acknowledgment -IR,eeeipt of ln~pection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Fllldlngs 
I haV!!II'Illcelved a copy pf this inspection report and been Informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 

i[J I agree with the Inspection findings 

0 I disagree with the Inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
If contractor dlaogrees with finding& and recommended Maintenance Rflqulremenls and/or Corrective Actions, specify reasonsln the space below 

my dlreotlon or supervision in aooordance 
the lnfonnatldn contained therein. Based on 

lnfonnatlon, the 
are sJgnlflcant 

" 

Section 9 - lTD Compliance Certification • Must be signed bv District Enajnaer or Dyly Aufhorlzyd Repmsenliljjve 
'I certify under penalty of law that this document and all aHachmenls were prepared under my dl.reotloo or supervision In aocordimce 
with a system designed to assure that quail fled personnel properly galh~red and evaluated the infonnatlon contained therein. Based on 
my Inquiry of the person or persons·Who manpga the sysf@m, or those persons dlrsotly responsible far gathering the Information, the 
ITD2B02, Rev. 11-28·12 Pege·5 of6 
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lTD 2602 (RGv. 'I HS .. 12) 
itd.idaho.gov 

''Identification Number is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number 11ave been 
entered. 

~n 1 ·· Project Information 

~;4~~,·~~~~~;;;;00) --~~· .... -·-- --------- - ~~:~~::~;;-G~t~=~-~~y~d ~~ ~C~~~~I·97----~--------

~DD!Strr~]~~~d~r~:~:~;~%~------- ------ ... -· -------- ----· ------·---·----·--"'·J~::;~~~;cl<lng No--

;~~0~~~;~ctor·~~N~:~ -=~·~-~~~=--~-J~~~~~~;.~~~~l'":~,~~~:m''~~;~H~:~o~r~~:''~~t~~$:~~:~::~_:'"~~ 
Seqtio11 2 • Inspector Information 

~:~;~; ~:nki:~s an~~;:re~:~::~:~~-- ..... ------ .......... - ..... ....... - I~~~~,!~cbi"a(,;,i,riCitionF>miron' Niiiiiiiel'(iill'~ 
·rilspector(sraesi~i;:;·atfon---~-~------···-~~~--~"·-.. ~~·-~-~-~-·- .. ----·-···· .. ···-~ .......... "'.····--........... · - ------ - ... - -·-· · --- · - -- --------

.. f?l~:>~nt ~~~..':~~-WP~~ .... -.. QI!l~-~~~i.~?n.'::l:~!~L__j;J~_<J~t:~~~~~·~,:"!CCt:'J _ ... q __ r::~~e_ri_~'d f-~~rty_ ...... _____ _ 
Section 3-lnspectkm and Weather !nfonnatHOI'l 

;~JOC11on: No J~~;;~~~;ctlon Dolo .... ! ;;~v~~~ .. ~~ectron r:iata -- -- - . -[~uml)(>r'-of tiays Since l..asti~spe-ction"'.-

;·~~~:~~;~nsp;i~;~i:1 ~v~J~xplari;,!lon (lilx;q(,ile<i)-- --- ... - ... , .... ,.. ---- · - -- --- - .. ___ · 

~~~~;~~~~;t;;~;~~~~>:;n<ir~i~paiitiiffi.- --- ---- - · -I~~~i;~~l ~~~~~i!~? 6~~fr~~~;~ ~;~r~~'~t~~~~~t ~s~e~~~~~- r~~~~ ~in~---. ·. 
Job site is()()lf.f!':~cHn_~II()W.c _____ ...... ,.. .. .. , _ qf 2-2§-2014. . . _ __ _ , _ __ _ . __ ...... __ .. .. ..... _____ _ .. 

Secl.ion 4- Constmctionaml Stabi!ization/SWPPPReco:wdkeeping Stal.lls 
•"• --·--·-·~··•-•-••·-~~-n~•---·--" ~--·~·-·-·--•• •-•-•--""-~---~-

Estimate tl1e construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbl)d and unstctbilized. i Acres 
----·-~------·--•••••-----··~-·--••••·-•-•~••••---·~----~•n-'"'"""-"'"--•••••--u•uoo•-•u-~•-••""--~-~--~----•••-••-•••• 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently i\?.CQQ_\)r§rlly stabilized with 
.f!LOsion :;£,rl_trol.s..:.. .......... ___ ................... - ...................... -...... ... --· ____ --·- ......... ... .......... . ................ ,., ........... ... 

i ·1 .9 Acres 

Estimate tile constrLrction site and construction support activity area currently Q§!llli!!.lEliJ!!l! stabilized 1 ,.. Acreo 
with et'OElon controls, or that has yet !!:Ll?..§l_disturbs;_<;! by construction activities and is lt\ereiore stabilized. 0 

" 

.i,rovide tl1eto!aiacreaiie-oldistrrr!JailceexiiecieC1~-oiiiii)totaT proje<it ro0!6ril1t rlie"'ilreVioiJs ... 3iioxes·--- .......... - ----
should add up to this amount, and it sl1ould match what is shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
narrative, and NOI. 
The SWPPP-reftectsthemost cufient pro}ectconditTons inCiudTnggrading·:-stabilization, andBMP........ ,, .. lZJ~~~- -[]~~ 
_1!15lallai!9..!2c ...... _ ....... ~-,~·--... _.,.. -
Provide the date of the rnost rece~;~~-;1;~~--~~d~~~·~:~~~~i;;~~;;~~:-----~ ..... ------------,-- ~~i"9=2i5:i4cA" 

........... _. ..... , ........ ('""'""'""'"'""""'"""""'""""···-· ... --·-----"""'"""'""'"'""'""""""'~"-"""""""" """'"''""""""'"'"'"""'~'"'""'"~"'~"' "--~----.. ·-·-"'·-
Comments 1 D~~ to slopes failures and loss of Bf'M on the slopes throughout the project tile unstabilized ·ngure has 

- ..... :..J..9........El .. ~P..: .. ~ .................................. _.._, .......................... ,..,_,,., _____ ,, ............. ________ ,. ......... _____________ ,,,, .... , .... _._,_.. .... , 

§action 5--Constructiorl Areas, Discharge Points, and installed Ccmtroh•>(BMPs) lnsp1.1ct~d 
For any areas not inspected, include tile reason in the Observations section. 
construction Areas 

rh:~~':::~_oc:~;~~~~i!E:~~~~~~ 
ITO 2802, Rev. 11·28"12 Page 1 of (J 
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--==--:::::::::::_,o,ii~=:=:::===:::::---: 1!'!"ii<?E:~~·?~;,:;:}:<lQ>~ikiriJ?:S"!¥£>ii;,6: ·· ·····--------·-··-o~;:s;sr;;attons·---- --- · 
wasiepiiefr6rrierosioii-controT.i7.ii)li<·--­
located In contractor's staging area. Pile Onsite Waste I r:lorrow I Stockpiles Contractm's yard/ wast<'J site. 
is covered with plastic. 

----···---·--··--------·-----·--·-····-······-·-········----------- ..... __________ f\l()_(~~ortable o~~!i911~-------------

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Cenmats pit, Hayden Idaho 
Corner of HWY 95 and HWY 53 

Conmat is responsible for Their Own 
envimnmental protection plans, permits 
and compliance Independent of lTD, 
LHTAC, East <Jide highway district, Apollo 
Inc. and this projElct. Waste generated 
from the (erosion control) work being 
done at this time along the Burma l'<d. 
Project is being hauled to Conrna!'s pit. 

---·····-~--------------·~· .. -· __ ,_,. ____ .. ____ ~~-·--·-···- .. ·-~---">--·---·~-~~-- ........... ______ .. ---------- _______ __ Tht§! __ ~Ht~ .. !~.-~ot .!D~~.9ted:..~~---.. ··-··· .. ·--·---~---.. 

Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling 
Contractor yard (ofi" South Carlin 
Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable 
restroom. 

Fuel sto1·age tank located at contractof's 
yard. Tank is double wall, no spill 
containrnent required. See Spill 
Prevention, control and countermeasure 
plan. (SPCC F'lan) 
Spill containment kit is located noar the 
Contraotors Jobsite office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 

·-------·---~~--------· --------· ····--------- .......... _ -----·--------- __ l\l.'?.!~P.'2_rtat!1§_<:>1;):1J~~Y.il!i<Jl!§. ----------··---
Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and ExitsiOffsite Tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; BE~ginning of No Reportable obseovations 
· prOJect (station 9+83) End of 

--·----·-----·----··--·-·----······-----·----------··· J:lt:9Jt;)£t(§!l'!li()_l} i§}+.JJ __ ................. L... . .•..... 
Aste$it 

I:Hscllarge Poims- tnc!lldae lllom1watar, non-stormw~ter, i!!!ml other potential poilut<mt llources 
l'i«~<'il!lisohaJllil.J?.9JD.Is In ti~J!:l.iJ!£, !29.£\'!ll!l!JU!DX.li.QDtrol§_@.\l~JI~.\L\'l..?.QQr~§~ !Qgi)JJ'lii~J.!!sta lied .<2".!1.!!:.9.\~.ill!Yil'.~H~Il.)!! IJe[o~·'······ 

Typ~ of Ofscharge Point St~tion No. or Location Desci"iption Observations 
··---·-·-··----------~~---.. ······------------.. -----···· ... i5e:~·ga:··1-42 .. ~ro~·T35+0'o·:· .. 1T~r~-scl':-··- .. ·----.. --... ·····-~-.. -------------.. ···-····-·-------.. ·--------- ········------------.. -
Existing culverts used to convey 104+36, gs+SO, ag+QB, 84+18 storm w~ter and snow melt from 

74<·84, CP5 (est. (18+30) 
ditch on left of project to right of GS+ 73, 52+SO, GO+OO, 40+6.1 
project 27+50 

No reportable observations 

···-··--·-·----------·----------·-· u;;;:,;;;,;;;,;a·ii'ibutary .. ioTL!iiei:·c:·,:;,;;,;i<·- --- -···-········-······--·····---------------------·-·--··------·--·· 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est 129+00) 
Unnamed tributa1y crossing Emerald 
Rd. 119+15 Rt. 
Turner Creek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing culverts to convey stream 17+60 HI. 
and creek beds tt·lraugh road ways Tributary spring crossing Burma Hd. 

61<-80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma l'<d. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

No Heportable observations 

Disr:havgcs Entering Waters ot I. he US 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (5.2.1.2), or is a prol1ibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Fonn lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented in the project's Corrective Action r'opmting Log as required by 5.4. 
ifaaisci1ai1io is occurriflg or has occurred,ctescribe the disoh8i·9e1oc!iiTO,i(s)and-vfscialo5servaiToiiTciesciiPiloniiiuaiiiv(4:1T61i)-­
Turbidlty sampling log shows current readings and details. Culvert crossings as defined in the 401 cerilfication have 
been tested for turbidity. See the tur_tJi~!\¥._€:@.DJP.il!KJJQ!LSJ}C3§.tfor fu1tj}er de_@_ils. . ----------------·---············ 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or if additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Hydro mulch (erosion control on the sloposO are falling and not operating effectively. Additional measures are needed. See Section 6 
be[Q)N as well as the pict_\[ras IJ-"d nol~DJJ?anied '!!.~.bJhe tud,idiJY .. e.?BJP.Iin[L[QQ, ________________________________________________ _ 

installed Controls (BilliPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat storrnwater andler non--storrnwater, erosion Hlld 
sediment oontrofs, temporal'y OJ' permanl$nt $t8lbili~atlot1 measures, and pollution prevention measut·es 
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~~----.. !iE~@.~.~~~letio·~!?~~ntr·oi-----~- --statiOn-w·i)~.~or··r:-oc~it·i·on--iJ'escriP'tion··~ .. " ~ ............... ..-.... -.... __ .... -·~--··observaifOn$ ~---·--·-··-w·-· .. ···--··· .. ·-
---------~-- "14+50·15+'75 ·i4~2::f5+5if""""·····- ···········-·-··· ...... --- . ----- ----·---------

Perimeter controls 
{Silt fence) 

16+'10-13+--25 11!+55-22·1-30 
22+30-24+'00 27+62-3!£-1·25 
35·•2:1·3\hll(l 3!1+80-58+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Armmd perimo;,t.ar of 
waste site. 1,900+ feet tola!. 
Contim.led slit foU1c& another ost 
500 feet em !he soulh east line 
i>erimeter controls58·•38 ri. To 
7'7+33, 77+83 rt. Para!leliL1g Carlin 
Say rd. est. '15 feel. Installed Wire 
!:lacked em fence. Alter!!d silt 
fence !ocl.ltk:m from SWPPP plan. 
Moved lenc<il down the slope to 
lhre project limits to allow for 
future clearing 
71!+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92·~00 to 93+00 rt. 
!!3+00 to 110+1'7. 
H lhOO to 1 52+24 ae iJ<ir SWPPP 
Slit fem:~ from 97+00 to 100+1.10 
dlff®!'S from SWPf>P, fam~e nms 
conlimnous 
AH perim«>l0r controls as per 
SWPPP hl®lall<!!:l ®Xcef)t those !hat 
wot~ld affect or b"' •~ il'le way of 
traffic on B1nma Rl.!. 
78+50 !o '1'9+25 1t. 
1 20+60 Rt. 30 feello the right 

----- -----------··· ······· -------------- 7o+!ls1(:1119;~oort.·a:;;·ii;;;r 

SWPPf~ 
119+00 to 157+110. 
145+45 rt. 
At outfall side of cross ce~lverts, 
STA's 68+00, 14+80, 75+401eft 
aml ~·ight 84+00, 5$·1·21), M+!lO 
and Hl4+41J 

Sill fence rep~ijrs needed al STA's 41+50 
rt., 1'1<·1!4. 
No other observations to report. 

11\M:II.-;s ~re cov®red h• enow, unable lo 
!"spec!. 
No reportabk.~ obs~S!G"V&~~ions 

·--------- ------------------ ---- --- ·1o:<:sHii3il+oo··---- ---- · · · · ----- ·----------- -------- ·······-··-· ---- ---- - -----------
1 'j 'r(l() to 24+50. lt 
24+50 to 56+00 It 
56+00 to 73+00 It 
Hl1+00 It, to 123+00 II. 
123,'00 to 136+00 it. 

l-1ydr(,> mo.llch 11~$ IO!ll its effeel!venes$. 
f.li'M Is a11d ~~~$ l:!oei'i washed away ill 
num~'"'-'" areas throllgho~llhe »~·oject 
rweallng bar" soli ber~salh. 

----------·------·-~-~------....... ______ .. ____ "Rock-ChGCk. dani$-COITibinetrWifh .. --~-·"-~-·----~·-· ....... _ .. _ .. ____ .......... ----·-------·--.. --·------
rock lined ditch@ STA 18+50 1i. 

Checl< dams, 11mms, sandbags (north side of C<~rlin l!lay Rd.) 
<iltc. Rock check dams inst;;!lled up 

! ______________________________________________ -- ~::~:~~~~;-~i~~--i:~~-----·--······· -··· .. -------- -----------------~-------
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-
Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 69+06, 96+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 104+40 No reportable observations 
Inlet protections Installed on 9·5· 
2013 at STA's 61 +90, 40+60 
Temporary inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts 
Spill containment kit is located 
near the Contractors Jobsite 

Spill containments, washout office. Within close proximity to 

basins etc. the fuel storage tank. No reportable observations 
General, throughout project; spill 
containments beneath stationary 
And semi stationary equipment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 lt. 
Wails Sand 6 i'lo R!pNtvW k o hser v 11.-i i u 1'\ S 

Plastic covering 
New alignment from estimated '$----
Sta. 129-t·OO to 137+50 -

Sectiorn 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 

C I t omp e ed Since last Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Taken I Date Completed -] 

1 82+35 to 83+00 lt. Slope failure repaired 2·21·14 

ld tifidD I C tl en e urng urren nspection 
lt$m No. l.ocatlon Action Requll'ed Date to be Completed 

work began 2·19· 
1 23+80 lt., 27+80 lt., Repair slope failures 2014 and 

contlnuln9 -·--
Hydro mulch (BFM) has and/or is losing its 
effectiveness. Has washed down the slopes revealing 
bare soils beneath. Erosion controls need provided In 

2 Throughout project 
these areas to prevent further damage to the slopes. Not setting a 
(Note: It is questionable as to how much seed is left on date at this time 
the finished slopes. It is believed that some areas that 
have been seeded will need to be re-seeded when 
opportunlt~ allows.) ----

3 
Litten ln. and STA 71+40 Slope failure repairs See report# 69 for more details 2-24-2014 
Rt. (continued from orev~ous re11ort # 70) . . 

See Corrective action ·13 following this report. Repair 
47+50 lt., 62+40 lt., 67+40 

4 lt... procedure should be the same as that of the slopes 2 .. 24·2014 
above. !Continued from (lf9ViOUS re(IOrt # ZC!L_ 

6 69+40 lt. Slope repair needed 3-4-2014 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 

-
none at this time 

-

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made Into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
D Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 

in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2. 1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 
D The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meat applicable water quality standards 

or applicable requirements in CGP Part3. 1 (6.2. 1 .2.) (Turbid discharge) 
D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3. 1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2. 1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 

material) 
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Summary of Inspection Findings • Check all that apply 
0No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous Inspection report. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been ~atlsfactarlly completed. 

IZSIAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed. 

IZSINewMaintenance Requirements have been Identified in the current inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 

0Condltions existthat triggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 • Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project lnform<ttion ll!l!! Designated as a Corrective Action or Malnta=n=a=n=ce=-R"'e"'q"'u"lr:::em=an""t _____ _ 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalations reach .5 Inch or more. 
In the areas as described in the 401 certification. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Pro.::,j.,.ac'"'t--·---------------·---------1 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-802 June 8 2012; Idaho 

Department Of Enviromental Quality 401 Permit, JuM 4'-'2,0,-'1'-"2"-. --;;:;;::;;;=;;;;;;;;;,;;;;;;:;;;;;;;;;;::;;~ 

!
Kay Number llnspectlon Number 1 Current Inspection Date 

Section 8 • Inspection Certification 09462 72 12/26/2014 

~~~~~~~-------------------~====-~=============~ Primary Inspector's Name (Type or Print) 
Teresa Neumann 

Water Pollution Control Manager WPCM 
WPCM Name (Type or Print) WPCM Training Quailflcatlon Date WPCM Training Q~iaifflcatton Number 

Jeremy Jenkins 11/21/2012 AGC-90-1120212012 -----WPCM Signature Date Signed 

-~~-- .~- __ :J.-.~-S-.2<>·1<-f 

Co~gment- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
I have received a copy of this inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 

liLJ I agree with the inspection findings 

D I disagree with the inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
If contractor diSagrees with findings and recommendffil Mal"'nt;::erC,;la;::nce=l'l'-'e;::qu"lr;;;em=en;;;tsOca::;n:;;dl'"or;-;C~o;;;rr;;;ec"'tif.:ve;.--A;;-;c;;;li;::on;;;s-;, s;;;p~e~c;:;;lfy;,;;re;;;as;;;o;;ns;;;in the space below 

L-------------·------------------------------------------------------~ 
Must be signed by Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and ail attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision In accor-dance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who manege the system, or those parsons directly responsible for gathering the infonnatlon, the 
Information contained Is, to the bast of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware th~t there are significant 
penalties for submitting false Information, including the possibility of fine and im risonment for knowlna violations." 
Prime Contractor or Duty Authorized Representative's Nama {Type or Print) Title ~ 
Brett Brown, Project Engineer, 

Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Signature I Date Signed · 

2/26/2014 
------'---· 
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$ectjQIJJ! -ITO Compliance Certification .. ,1\AusJl!~~!.<l~,.!l,Y, District Efl9in!l~_QfJ)_\I!xAuthorlzeq fllJJlresantati~!l 
"I certify undet' penalty of law that this docwmnt and all ~rttachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in •wcordmnce 
wllh a system designed t<) assul"e that qualified p~!'$Ot1nel properly gathet·ed and evaluated the information COt"'taft1ed thereln. Based Oli 

my lnquily of the person or persons who manage the system, or tlwse persons cllrectly responsible for' gathering the lnfonnation, the 
Information contained is, to th<l best of my lmowladge and belief, true, accurate, and r.otnplete, I am aware that there are significant 

naltles for .... sub . .mlit..~~9 false ... [l..fQ.ung~UotlJ!!~lCiinft~1!::..£!2:SSibJ.& Qf.fuJ!.~L1~L!!!1l?Li§9D"l~nt!.o.rJm~Jn9 vioL~ti_911S. 11 
_____ ,~~ .. --"~"- _, 

t 
!striCt Englnaer or Autl~orl~ed Representative's Name (Type or Prtnt) rlltlQ 

Todd Bartolome, PE LHTAC Resident Engineer 
DiStriCtiEilgfrier ()r AUfhofti~-lRGpre-aentatfVB'SSTgn$tul'0 -- - --- · ·- · -·- ---- · - .. ·-· .. -~~ "" ·cr- ··~- g;ar ···--·~- ·-·-·--... -... __ , ________________________ . __ , _ . --~ _________ ,. _, __ ,, ______ ,_ , .. ______ bn;,~~ __ , .. ,. _____ -· __ 
Distribution: Original- or; Copies-- Rl" IJI.M. Dlst l:,nv. HQ ENV SWPP contra<~"j,~ 
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Stormwater Compliancelnspection lTD 2802 (Rev. 11-28-12) 
itd.idaho.gov 

Inspection Identification Number*i-09462-73 
*Identification Number is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Section 1 • Project Information 
Key Number Project Number Project Name 

09462 STP-5723(100) Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
lTD District Res!dent Engineer lTD NPDES Tracking No. 
1 Todd Bartolome IDR12C962 
Prime Contractor'a Name I Contractors NPDES Tracking No.I Contractor Has Filed Their NOT Ill Yes, Date NOT Filed 
Apollo, Inc. IDR12C974 0 Yes ~ No 

Section 2 - Inspector Information 
Inspected By 
Jeremy Jenkins and Tony butler 

liTO Inspector Qualification Program Number (IQP) 
122,325 

lnspector(s) Designation 

[g) Joint lTD and WPCM OITD Environmental 0Contractor's WPCM 0 Other/3rd Party 

Section 3-lnspection and Weather Information 
Inspection No. Current Inspection Date Previous Inspection Date Number of Days Since Last Inspection 

73 3/4/2014 2/25/2014 7 

Reason for Inspection 1 Explanation (if required) 
1Z1 Routine IZJ Rain Event 1 

Current Weather Conditions and Temperature Describe each measureable precipitation event since the last inspection 

overcast 43 degrees F Rain Gage located in contractors yard showed 0. 1 on the morning 
of 3-4-2014. 

Section 4- Constructionand Stabilization/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Estimate the construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabilized. 1 Acres 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently temporarily stabilized with 
11.9 Acres erosion controls. 

Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently permanently stabilized 
15 Acres with erosion controls, or that has yet to be disturbed by construction activities and Is therefore stabilized. 

Provide the total acreage of disturbance expected, or the total project footprint. The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount, and it should match what is shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
narrative, and NOI. 
The SWPPP reflects the most current project conditions includinggrading, stabilization, and BMP 

~Yes 0No installation. 

Provide the date of the most recent SWPPP update or modification. 2-25-2014 CA 
15 

c mm t, I Due to slopes failures and loss of BFM on the slopes throughout the project the unstabilized figure has 
o en slgone up. 

Section 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas not inspected, include the reason in the Observations section. 

Construction Areas 
Area Station No. or Location Description Observations 

All areas stabilized for winter Temporary erosion control measures on 

time shutdown with either the slopes throughout the project are 
Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated permanent or temporary erosion failing. BFM is losing and/or has lost its 

effectiveness. Currently covered with 
controls. 

snow from recent snow events 
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Area Station No. or Location Description Observations 
6-8 in. riprap pile and 
Waste pile from erosion control work 

Onsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site. located in contractor's staging area. Pile 
is covered with plastic. 
No reportable observations 

Conmat is responsible for Their Own 
environmental protection plans, permits 
and compliance independent of ITO, 

Conmats pit, Hayden Idaho 
LHTAC, East side highway district, Apollo 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Inc. and this project. Waste generated 
Corner of HWY 95 and HWY 53 

from the (erosion control) work being 
done at this time along the Burma Rd. 
Project is being hauled to Conmat's pit. 
This site Is not inspected. 
Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 
yard. Tank is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, control and countermeasure 
Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom. Spill containment kit is located near the 
Contractors Jobsite office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No reportable observations 

Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exits/Offsite Tracking S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of 
No Reportable observations 

project (station 9+83) End of 
project (station 153+12 

Astes!t 

Discharge Points- Includes stormwater, non-stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 
Note all discharoe points in this table. Document anv controls required to address them in the Installed Controls (BMPs) table below. 

Type of Discharge Pol nt Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Existing culverts used to convey "156+50, 142+10, 135+00, 118+80, 
104+36, 96+50, 89+06, 84+18 storm water and snow melt from 
74+84, CP6 (est. 68+30) No reportable observations ditch on left of project to right of 
55+73, 52+50, 50+00,40+61 project 
27+50 
Unnamed tributary to Tuner Creek 
Crossing Burma Rd. (est. 129+00) 
Unnamed tributary crossing Emerald 
Rd. 119+'15 Rt. 
Turner Creek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 

Existing culverts to convey stream 77+60 Rt. 
No Reportable observations and creek beds through road ways Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 

61+80 
Tributary spring crossing Burma Rd. 
35+63 ( also catches and conveys 
ditch line water) 

Discharges Entering Waters of the US 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (5.2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented in the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4. 
If a discharge is occurring or has occurred, describe the discharge location (s) and visual observation/description/quality (4.1.6.6.b) 
Turbidity sampling log shows current readings and details. Culvert crossings as defined in the 401 certification have 
been tested for turbid!~. See the turbidity samolinq loq sheet for further details. 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or if additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.o) 
Hydro mulch (erosion control on the slopesO are failing and not operating effectively. Additional measures are needed. See Section 6 
below as welt as the pictures and notes accompanied with the turbidity sampling loO. 
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Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat stormwater and/or non-stormwater, erosion and 

d' I d II f se 1ment contra s temporary or permanent stabilization measures, an ! po ut1on preven 1on measures 
Type/Description of Control Station No. or Location Description Observations 

14+50-15+7514+82-15+50 
16+1 0-18+-25 18+55-22+30 
22+30-24+00 27+62-36+26 
35+22-39+80 39+80-58+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1 ,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence another est. 
500 feet on the south east line 
Perimeter controls58+33 rt. To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 75 feet. Installed Wire 
backed silt fence. Altered silt 
fence location from SWPPP plan. 

Perimeter controls Moved fence down the slope to Silt fence is currently full with snow 
(Silt fence) the project limits to allow for No other observations to report. 

future clearing 
78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 
110+00 to 152+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls as per 
SWPPP installed except those that 
would affect or be in the way of 
traffic on Burma Rd. 
78+50 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 157+00. 

Wattles are covered in snow, unable to 145+45 rt. Fiber Wattles 
At outfall side of cross culverts, 

inspect. 

STA's 68+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
No reportable observations 

and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and 104+45 
1 0+50 to 38+00 
11+00 to 24+50. Lt. Hydro mulch has lost its effectiveness. 
24+50 to 56+00 lt. BFM is and has been washed away in 

Hydro mulchltackifier 56+00 to 78+00 lt. numerous areas throughout the project 
1 01 +00 lt. to 123+00 lt. revealing bare soil beneath. 
123+00 to 136+00 lt. Currently covered in snow 

Rock check dams combined with 
rock lined ditch @ STA 78+50 rt. 

Check dams, berms, sandbags (north side of Carlin Bay Rd.) 
No reportable observations etc. Rock check dams installed up 

hill from and with inlet 
protections 
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Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+0G, 96+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 
104+40 

No reportable observations 
Inlet protections Installed on 9·5· 
2013 at STA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporary inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts 
Spill containment kit is located 
near the Contractors Jobsite 

Spill containments, washout 
office. Within close proximity to 
the fuel storage tank. No reportable observations basins etc. 
General, throughout project; spill 
containments beneath stationary 
And semi stationary equipment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 lt. 

Plastic covering 
Walls 5 and 6 No reportable observations 
New alignment from estimated 
Sta. 129+00 to 137+50 

Section &-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 

C I t d s· L tl ompe e mce as nsoection 
Item No. Location Action Taken Date Completed 

1 Canton lane Redefined ditch and repaired sllope 2·28·2014 

Identified Durina Current Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Required Date to be Completed 

Culvert crossing Burma Rd. is not flowing. Crews 
investigated the problem and discovered a utility line 

1 Near sky view Ln. was installed through the culvert damaging it in the 3-5-2014 
process. A Temporary fix to channel the water to the 
next culvert began today. 

The other items noted in the last couple inspection 
Work will 
continue until 

2 reports is still continuing and in progress at the time of finished. Exact 
this inspection. date not known 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 

none at this time 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 

in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 
0 The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 

or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 
0 One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 

material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings ·Check all that apply 

0No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous inspection report. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been satisfactorily completed. 

IZ!AII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report haye not been satisfactorily completed. 

IZ!NewMaintenance Requirements have been identified in the current inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 
0Conditions existthat triggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
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D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 Other Outstanding Items or Notes . 
Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information .t!Q! Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity Sampling is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalations reach .5 inch or more. 
In the areas as described in the 401 certification. 
List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions far the Project 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-802 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department Of Enviromental Quality 401 Permit, June 4 2012. 

Section 8 • Inspection Certification 
Key Number 

09462 
!Inspection Number I Current Inspection Date 
73 3/4/2014 

Primary Inspector's Name (Type or Print) 

Tony Butler 

Primary-~ Signature -~ 

~~ 1Da0nh :J 'k ZJP ;cr-... 
Water Pollution Control Manager (WPCM) Signature 
WPCM Name (Type or Print) \ WPCM Training Qualification Date \ WPCM Training Qualification Number 

Jeremy Jenkins 111/21/2012 IAGC-90-1120212012 

WPCM SignaturC?_ --------_____ _.;;;> \ Date Signed 

~......----__.-----:.::;;> :::--2~~ --:::::::c::::::::--,c:::::;:::: ._------ I 3 /"1 f.z_p I '--'/ 

Cont~kno~e;ment- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
I have received a copy of this inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 

~ I agree with the inspection findings 

D I disagree with the inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
Jf contractor dlsagree5 with findings and recommended Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective Actions, specify raasonsin the space below 

Must be signed by Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained , to the best of and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 

! I II 

I 

Project Engineer, 

•
1 

tt 1 

Section 9- lTD Compliance Certification . Must be signed by District Engineer or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision In accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my Inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained is, to the best of my knowledge and belief. true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submittln~ false information, lncludina the oossibilitv affine and hnorisonment for knowing violations." 
District Engineer or Authorized Representative's Name (Type or Print) Title 

Todd Bartolome, PE LHTAC Resident Engineer 

District Engineer or Authorized Rl~ · i 
see nex page I 

I Date Signed 

Distribution: Original - DE Copies - RE OEM. D1st. Env. HQ ENV SWPP Contractor 
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D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 • Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
Docum~~t Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information Not Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Turbidity $am piing Is currently being done once a week or when precipitation accumalatlons reach .5 inch or more. 
In thtl areas as described In the 401 certification. . · 
U8! MY Permltll/~peci~l Operating q0ndl\lons lor the Project 
2012 Construction General Permit; U$ Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-902 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department OT Enviromemtal Qualitv401 Permit, June 4 2012. 

Section 8 - Inspection Certification 
I Key Number 
09462 

llnspoojion Number I CurrentlnspectionD~je 
73 3/4/2014 

Primary lnspectofs Name (TYpe or Print) 
Tony Butler 

Prll)la!Y lnepoctor'a Signature I Data Signed 

w•ter Pollutic>n C.ontrol Manaaer (WPCMl Signature 
w.· .PCM. ·. Nam. e (Ty.. pe Pl Print) I WPCM Train. ing Qualification Date I WP·C· M Training. Qila.lifi~tlon.Numbor 
Jeremy Jenkins 11112112012 1 AGC-90-11202120 12 
w. PCM $1gnature ~·.-:...-- JDate s~n~d, 
I~ ...,_ ..c----~ 3 {!of '1'2..-r>il!/ 

Co~ekno1Ziectgment- R.!lcieipt of lnspectlc>n and A:ek11()wiedgme11t of !11spection Findings 
1. ~!!eve receiVed a copy of this Inspection. report and been iilforrned of Mainterianee Requirements and/or Correcti.ve 
Acticms. and; 

0 I @gree W.ith the inspection findings. 

D I qis;;~gree with the inspection findinQs (specify reasons below) 
If .C:O'ntractor· .dis~grees .WI~h firidlri~s -and recommended M@lntlimanc~r Rec\lljrf!iiriehte:aod. ot.Oqrrective ·Act!Oh!;!:, specifY Teas· on Sin t!le space beJ()W 

Must be sjghed bv Pdme Contractor or Duly AutilorizedBepresentative . . ·• .. 
"I certify aoiiler penalty of law that this document aM a(l atta~hmillits were prap.ared und.er my direction or supervision In aecor!l!!nce 
with a system (j¢signed to ljsstireth&t quallfl~d personnel.prQperly Qaltu•red and. evalua\lld the Jnfarma!lon contained tMt$ln, Ba~ed o~ 
my InquirY o! the p·erson or person~~ who manage the ~ys~m. or t~o~e. persl)ns qiret;)ly r~•P9nsibl!! fQr ~$!hering the Information, th.e 
informatiOn contained is, to the b~$! Of my kOoWied!lel!nd belief, true, accurate, and complete .... 1 am awa.re that there are ~lgHJncant 
panaltiiis fur submfttin!Halse .lnfbrmation, lncludin6 .the oosslbilltv offlrie Md ·1m· rl!ionmentfor knowlnn violations.'' 
Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized A~ptesontative'~> Narri~ (Type orPtint) Title 

Br~ttBrown, Project Engineer, 
Pllme Contracto.r or ouly Authbrl'(s';~-p~;~~~·~s gp~g·; 

I 
tate Signed 

-DE C<)pjes- RE HQENVSWPP 
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USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

National Water Information System: Web Interface 

Page I of5 

USGS Home 
Contact USGS 
Search USGS 

USGS Water Resources Data Catego_ry: ____ _ Geo_graphlc Area: 

[¢~~~~~i- cof!-Ciitions EJ] f 1ci8ho __ -

Click to hideNews Bulletins 

• March 5, 2014 
• Read the Mobile Site Tutorial Try it (http://m.waterdata.usgs.gov) from your mobile device! 
• New improved user interface. 
• Full Newsm 

Click to hide state-specific text 

Idaho Water Science Center I Subscribe to Water Alerts I Threatened and Endangered 
Stations in Idaho 

During winter months, stage and discharge may be affected by ice in the 
channel. Data values reported on these pages may be significantly higher or 
lower than the actual streamflow. Adjustments to the data will be done after 
detailed analyses. Ice affected values identified on graphs (•) may be viewed 
by choosing the table output format. If you have questions about these 
values, please contact the Idaho Water Data Maintainer. 

PROVISIONAL DATA SUBJECT TO REVISION 

USGS 12413500 COEUR D ALENE RIVER NR CATALDO ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 38.16 04-01-2014 06:30 PDT Next 

Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

l 
Add site numbers 

Enter up to 2 site ~ 

numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 
8 to 15 digits 

http:/ /waterdata.usgs.gov /id/nwis/uv?county _ cd= 16055&index _pmcode _ 00065= I &group _k... 4/1/20 14 
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USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

USGS 12413500 COEUR D RLENE RIVER NR CRTRLDO IO 
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USGS Current Conditions for Idaho Page 3 of 5 

Create presentation-quality 1 stand-alone graph. Subscribe to 
l 
WaterAiert 

Share this graph 

Daily gage height, feet-- statistics for Apr 1 based on 18 years 
of record more 

25th Most Recent 75th 
Min percen- Instantaneous percen- Max 

(2008) tile IMeaniiMedianl Value Apr 1 tile (1997) 

I 20.95 II 21.94 1123.5211 23.56 II 24.42 II 24.86 II 26.63 

USGS 12415500 COEUR D ALENE LAKE AT COEUR D ALENE ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 26.95 04-01-2014 06:30 PDT 
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Installed <:ontrol1 (SMPa) , 
In thlltable note allln•llll•~ controls usee! IQ dlverVconwylnllllln/treat atormwater and/or nan-stormwater, eroalon and 
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l Plaatlc coYerlng 
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Redlrectlld water wiUt ditch line wolil 
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3oo&oll014' 
. ' ·• 
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, . In CGP-Palla 2ancllor 3 (~.2. 1 .1) (AddHionaf 8MPII net identified In inltltlf SWPPP) · 
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material) · 
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0 BMF' lnslalll«on ReqOfrem-nta par SWPPP have bean identllfed In the llllllm!lfnspaatfon report. 
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1!!1 Condffions exilll thattriggerad the naad to eubmflan lTC 27110. 
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or more. 
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National Water Information System: Web Interface 

USGS Water Resources 
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Contact USGS 
Search USGS 

• Read the Mobile Site Tutorial Try it (http://m.waterdata.usgs.gov) from your mobile device! 
• New Improved user interface. 
• Full News i'! 

Click to hide state-specific text 

Idaho Water Science Center I Subscribe to Water Alerts I Threatened and Endangered 
Stations in Idaho 

During winter months, stage and discharge may be affected by ice in the 
channel. Data values reported on these pages may be significantly higher or 
lower than the actual streamflow. Adjustments to the data will be done after 
detailed analyses. Ice affected values identified on graphs (•) may be viewed 
by choosing the table output format. If you have questions about these 
values, please contact the Idaho Water Data Majntajner. 

PROVISIONAL DATA SUBJECT TO REVISION 

USGS 12413500 COEUR D ALENE RIVER NR CATALDO ID 

Gage height, feet 
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Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

l 
Add site numbers 

j\jQj;§ 
Enter up to 2 site A· 

numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 
8 to 15 digits 

http://waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv?county _ cd~ 16055&index _pmcode _ 00065~ !&group_ k... 411/2014 
148



J 

I) 

(j 

USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

USGS 12413588 COEUR D RLEflE RIVER flR CATALDO 10 

46 

! 
44 

---------- -~ --=1~ -··-·-·-···-··- ··-···-····--·········--··-·-··-··-·--···---··--··-··--·-- ·-·---·-··---· 
--·-··-·----· -- ---. -----·---------------- (J ___ ~ -------

42 

j 40 

38 

.t 36 

34 

=.I . . · .. · 
-~·-1 --· ±=~------[ ---~\~l-------1 --·-. -l-----· -----. ·_--r-_ -7'. -_--- -.- ----~J 
-.-. -li · cr I . · ._, -

32 
Jan 
11 

2914 

I "'1 . 

Jan 
25 

2014 

Feb 
08 

2014 

- Gage heieht· 

Feb 
22 

2914 

~· "~~u~e~. aaa~ hoiight 
- ~riad of approved data 
~ reri.cid ~F prov,tUonB:l data 

Har 
&o 

2814 

-. NatiOnal Meatbe~ Seryice Flood Stage 

Create presentation-ouallty I stand-alone graph. Subscribe to 
I 
WaterAiert 

Share this oraph 

USGS 12413860 COEUR D ALENE RIVER NR HARRISON ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 24.42 04-01-2014 06:20 PDT 

USGS 12413860 COEUR 0 ALENE RIVER NR HARRISON ID 

28 I 

"" --.. 26 

Next 

.!! 
j 24 

] 22 

1----

I 1 1\. / 

.. ~ 28 

18 

I/ 

Jan 
11 

2014 

Share on email 

_,;: 

Jan 
25 

2814 

Fob 

"" 2014 

/ 

Feb 
22 

2014 

7 

Har 

"" 2014 
~--~ Provisional Data Subject to Revision ~---

~ 

-· 

""" 22 
2014 

e. Kedian daily statistic (15 years) * Keasured eage heieht 
-Gage height -Operating liRit (niniaun) 

Page 2 of5 

Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

l 
Add site numbers 
Note 
Enter up to 2 site A 

numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 
8 to 15 digits 

http://waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv?county _ cd~ 16055&index_pmcode _ 00065~ !&group_ k... 4/112014 
149



0 

0 

lJ 

USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

Create oresentatlon~quality I stand-alone graph. Subscribe to 
l 
WaterAiert 

Share this graph 

Daily gage height, feet -- statistics for Apr 1 based on 18 years 
of record.JllO!<l ,. 

biJ 25th 

I Mean II Median! 

Most Recent 75th 

~ percen- Instantaneous percen-
) tile Value Apr 1 tile 7 

I 20.95 II 21.94 1123.5211 23.56 II 24.42 II 24.86 II 26.63 I 

USGS 12415500 COEUR D ALENE LAKE AT COEUR D ALENE ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 26.95 04-01-2014 06:30 PDT 
Next 

USGS 12415500 COEUR 0 ALENE LAKE AT COEUR 0 ALENE ID 

so.o P\ 
ring 5 ~rvice.Sh hSb8 "iln \v 

olo) 28.0 

= Mqe Sh i 28.8 

... 
-- ·--

J 24.0 --··-. -l ---1----

22.0 1"----v 
Jan 
11 

2014 

Jan 
25 

2014 

............... f--/ 
Feb 
08 

2014 

/ -...........) 

Feb 
22 

2014 

Har 
08 

2814 
~~-· Provisional Data Subject to Revision ·•·-

Create presentation-quality 1 stand-alone graph. Subscribe to 
l 
WaterAiert 

Har 
22 

2014 

Page 3 of5 

Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

l 
Add site numbers 
Note 
Enter up to 2 site 
numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 
8 to 15 digits 

USGS 12417610 SPOKANE RIVER NR COEUR D ALENE LAKE OUTLET @CDA ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 26.96 04-01-2014 06:28 PDT 

http://waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv?county _ cd~ 16055&index _pmcode _ 00065~ !&group_ k... 4/1/2014 
150



( ) 

USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

so.o 

ii 20,0 .. 
j 26,0 

» 24,0 

22.0 

USGS 12417610 SPOKRHE RIVER HR COEUR D ALENE LAKE OUTLET ~CDA ID 

-" 

_,.-

Jan 
11 

2014 

Jan 
29 

2014 

.....__ 
f-J 

Fob 
00 

2014 

f'\ 
\ 

1----

~ 1/ -f---"-

---

/ r-.'-/ 
Fob 
22 

2014 

Har 
88 

2814 

Har 
22 

2014 
........ Prollisional Data subject to Revision ........ 

- Gage height * Heasured IB!It; height 

Create presentation-quality I stand-alone graph. subscribe to 
1 
WaterAiert 

Share this graoh 

USGS 12419000 SPOKANE fYI{6fH!f'ti~RJ!ajlf FALLS ID 

Gage height, feet 

Most recent instantaneous value: 15.32 04-01-2014 06:30 PDT 

20 

1 .. 15 

~ 
:~ 
.l! 10 

J 
5 

USGS 12419880 SPOKANE RIVER NR POST FALLS IO 

"""" " .... 

. -f':::l---
·"··········--1 -'~ 

I"······"········"···\·"·-···· ·c• -·+·"··· ""'"""""--1""""·•······"··-·c,...-!-l.--,;o;······::=·);/. - · · • "- ···"·· ;,/ .._,.. 
"' 

Jan 
11 

2014 

Jan 
25 

2014 

- Gage hoieht 

Fob 
00 

2014 

* Heasured aa&e heisht 

!' . 

Feb 
22 

2014 

Har 
00 

2014 

Har 
22 

2014 

illlilliilii Period of approved _data 
-Period ot proll'isional data 

Page 4 of5 

Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

1 
Add site numbers 
Note 
--·-··-·-···-··----.. ------··--······-·····-
Enter up to 2 site A 

numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 

·s to 15 digits 

Add up to 2 more 
sites and replot for 
"Gage height, feet" 

l 
Add site numbers 
Note 
Enter up to 2 site 
numbers separated 
by a comma. A site 
number consists of 
8 to 15 digits 

http://waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv?county _ cd= 16055&index _pmcode _ 00065= I &group_ k... 4/112014 
151



0 

USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 

Create presentationwquallty I stand~alone graph. Subscribe to 
l 
WaterAiert 

Share this graph I 

Questions about sites/data? 
Feedback on this web site 
Automated retrievals 
Help 
Data Tips 
Explanation of terms 
Subscribe for system changes 
News 

Accessibility Plug-Ins FOIA Privacy Policies and Notices 

U.S. Department of the Interior I U.S. Geological Survey 
Title: USGS Current Conditions for Idaho 
URL: http:/ /waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv? 

Page Contact Information: Idaho Water Data Maintainer 
Page Last Modified: 2014-04-0110:24:25 EDT 
11.76 9.56 caww01 

Page 5 of5 

http://waterdata.usgs.gov/id/nwis/uv?county _ cd= 16055&index _pmcode _ 00065= I &group_ k... 4/112014 
152



Stormwater Compllancelnspection lTD :la!l2 (R••- 1 1·21J.12) 
ll<l.ldaho.gov 

Jntpectlon lll~mtificaUon Numbel"1-09462·15 
'Identification Nllmber le created automaUaally once Dlslrtct Number, Key Number, and lnspeollen Number have been 
entered. 

lnformmlon 

Section 2 ·Inspector Information 
fnopeoteo Sy 

Jeremy Jenkins and Teresa Neumann 
lnapactor(•J ues~nauon 

IDRI2C974 

Rd to JCT SH-97 

vas 181 No 

liTO Inspector Ouallllcauon PtoQram Numoor (IQP) 
122,155 

181Jolnt ITO and WPCM OITD Environmental Ocontractor's WPCM D other/a"' Party 

Sec!lon 3-lnspectlon and Weather Information 
Inspection No, 

75 
RoaMn for lnopacllon Expl~nollon (II requlrod) 
Cl Routine 181 Plain Event 
cummt Weather Coi'KIItfona antt Ten1P\Wture 

overcallt 50 degrees F. 

Prevloutlnapec11on oatt 
3/5/2014 

Numbur of Days S!J10& t.at lnepoollon 

1 

Section 6-Conetructlon Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPe) lnepacted · 
For any areas..!lQ! Inspected, include lhe reason In the Observations section. Todd Bartolome I 

Area& Cltlered, Graded, or exoavated 

ITO 2802, Ro•.11·:?M2 Paae1 nfl!l 

Temporary erosion control measures on 
slopes throughout the project are 

BFM has lost Its effectiveness. 
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"" -
OneRe Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles 

Offl!lte Waste I Borrow I Sto<:kpllee 

Equipment StorageiMolntenance/Fuellng 

Sll<l Entrances and ExRs/Oflel~ Traolclng 

ABtesll 

Existing culverts usl!ld to convey 
water and snow melt from 

left of project to right of 
I nr~,IAilt 

St:ldlon o.. or ca on &aQr ton Ob••'Y.!.\lm!!! 
6--S!n. ~pmp pile and 
wast& ~lie frOm erosion control work 

Contractor's ytArdl waste site. located In <:Ontractor'setaglng area. Pile 
Is covered with Pla&tic. 
No rsDortable observalloml 
Conmat Is responsible for Thelr OWn 
environmental proteo!lon plans, pennlts 
and <:Ompllance lndapendent of ITO, 

Conmats pit, Hayden Idaho LHT AC, East side highway district, Apollo 

Corner of HWY 95 and HWY 53 Inc. and this project. Waste genemllld 
from tile (erosion <:Ontrol) work being 
done at this Ume along the Burma Rd. 
Project Is being hauled to Conmat's pit. 
This site Is not insDected. 
Fuel storage lank loaated at aontractor's 
yard. Tank Is double waH, no split 

Contractor yard (off South Gartin 
Cllntalnment required. See Spill 
Prevention, control and countermeasure 

Bay.Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 
restroom. Spill containment kit Is located near the 

Contractors Jobsite office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No reportable observations 

Access to contractor yard oil ol 
s. ca~ln Bay Rd.; Beginning ol No ~eportabla obeervaHone project (station 9+83) Entl of 
I ilroiect istatlon 153+12 

sources 

)Ctllverts are flowing at their maximum 
Un-able to control all the storm water run-off 

(est.129+00) 
tributary crossing Emerald 
6 Rt. 

'!IJ'~!9ro•ek crossing Carlin Bay Rd. 
I Exislirta culverts to convey stream 

creek beds through road ways 1-r,;'"''"ru 
Cul~~erts are ffowing at their maximum 
Un·abl& to oontrolallthe storm water run-off 

lTO 21102,. Rov. 11..a..12 

1 T'"" """'spring crossing Burma Rd. 
oatoheo and conveys 

line Willer) 

P"lf" 2 of e 
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Installed Controls IBMPs) 
In lhia table note all Installed oonfrol' used to dlvert/ccnvey/J'Olllln/freat stormwater andlor non-stormwater, erosion and 

Perlmotenontrols 
(Silt fencel 

mulohltackifier 

dams, banns, sandbags 

SWPPP 
119+00 to 167+liO, 
145+45 rt. 
AI outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA's 88+00, 74+80, 76+40 left 
and 84+00,99+20,96+60 

11+00 to 24~·60. Lt. 
24+SO to 58+00 It, 
68+00 to 78+00 It, 
101+00 It, to 128+00 II. 
123+00 to 138+00 lt. 

llnad ditch 4b STA 78+50'rt. 
(north aida of carlin Bay Rd.) 
Rock check dams Installed up 

from and with Inlet 

PogG3 of6 

'""" "'h•~ Is currently full with snow 
No other observations to report, 

Wattres are covered In snow, unable to 
lnspeot 
No repoi'Qbfe observations 

Hydro mulch hoslost Its efl'ectllleness. 
8FM Is and has been washed away In 
numerous areas throughout the project 
revealing bare soli beneath. 

check dama 1ta11e baan washed away 
If.,,.; •••~stonn event. Sandbags are being 
1 """" ttn help control the water at SH.f7 
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and outlet prcteotlons 

Plastic covering 

Installed protections are not effeolive 
enough to eontrol the amount of run-<>ff 

No repol'lll ble observQiion& 

No reportable observation.• 

Section e..Malntenanca Requlramentil BMP tnatellatlona (per SWPPP) and Corrective Action• I I 

Completed Since Last Inspection 
11om No. l.ocatlon 

1 Bunna Rd. and SH·97 
Intersection 

projec:t 

I Throu1gho·ul project 

Throughout project 

A.t:IIM Taken 

Cut ditch to stop watsr from flowing across SH·97 
sandbag this am to helP ~ontrol the water run-oft 

tills In Burma Rd. re-dlteh and channel water 

fences at wett end of project ar& full with sediment 
In netd or repair. 

Data Complettd 

31612014 

Identify any and all actual or potential Incidents of CGP nonoomplianoe, ncludlng admlnfstrative noncompliance 
Turbid diScharges. Vfalatlon report sent316114 covers today yesterday. 

Conditions Triggering Col'l'ec:tiVe AGtion Repon 
If ~ny of the 3 conditions below are oheoked, an entry must be made Into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables In the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Required atormwater control was never instaUed, wo.s inatallod incorrectly, or not in accordance wkh the requirements 

Ill CGP Paris 2andlor 3 (li.2.1.1) (AdditlonalliiMPs ootittentlfied in Initial SWPPP) 
li.il The stormwater contrors rnstatl!ld Rre not E!ffqodve enoogh for the dlsd!arge to meet appacable water qualily standards 

or applicable mqulremer.to In OOP PeltS. 1 (6.2.1.2.) {Tlltbkl discharge) · 

lTD 2M2, Rev. 11·28-12 Poge4 ole 
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D One .oHhe· pnih1bfted dle®arges In CGP Part 2.3.1 is oocurrlng or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardoti~ 
ma!flrfal)' 

Summary of Inspection ·Findlnglil • Check aU that apply 
0No M'alnlenanoa Requifementa were noted Tn the weyloyjo lnspeotlo~ report. 
OAII Malntenence Requlrarnante noted In thnralilo!l!! Inspection report b•ve baensatlsfaotortly oomplllled. 
i81AJI Malntenanoe Requltemente llollld in the miD~~qu.,;lnspeotfon report b!W• Dl# ~ain aatfafaotorHy completed. 
181NewMalntenanoe Requ~emente· have been ldentlfled In the.!l!llC!llt tnspeo11an report. 
D SMP installation Requirements per SWPPP have been !dentlfled In the .!iiWI!I1 fnspeolion report. 
181candfllon~ exlllllhat lllggeredan entry Into the Corrective Aotlona Reporting Log In the SWPPP por CGIP 5.4; 
181 condllllill$lillCist thlll triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

reach .5 or more. 

~:~~~~~~~~~:~::~0-;to~Reoelpt of Inspection and Ackriowladgment of Inspection Findings 
I have re~eiVEidli · . repo.t! and· ~aon lnfcrme.d of Maintenance Requirements and/or CorrectiVE> 
Actions, 

liU I agree wHh the Inspection !lndlngs 

0 I disagree with. the lnepactlon findings (specify reas.ons below) 
contm(*r.dlaagrees w th fil nge. and mcommende MalntenEinoo Requrremente andfct O~:~rreQ "Vf.t Aalion!f, apacll'y reasons In 1m epaae ·e w 

' ' 

or IIJparvlslon In acc:ordan!le 
conlalned therein. Based on 

· Information, the 

" 
ore slgnllleant 

Section 2 - lTD Compliance Certification • Mu•t bo sl!iried by Dfslrio! E:nglnoerct Dy!v AIJJI!orli!!d Repm§!!ntat!ya 
'1 certify under penaltY of law that this docu~T~EJnt ahd 811 aHachrne11ts were prepared· ~nd~r 1'!1~ di~Uon or supe!VI&(on ~~~ accol'(tance 
withe system d~slgned to assure that quaiifiod pemonnsl pfQpody galhered $nd eval~at.d lhelnformation contained lttereln. Blised.on 
mY inquftyofltte person or perSans who managalhe sl,islein, orlhcOo percons diliiolly'reapon;iblo for gothering the lnformaUon; tho 

rro 2802, Rov.il-211-12 page 5 of6 
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lf:!VW Sill '< :1 et::..?lf6t!V~ 
Stormwater Compliancelnspection IT02802 (Rev.11-28•1l 

ild.idaho.go 

Inspection Identification Number*1-09462-76 
· *ldentillcation Number Is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 

entered. 

Section 1 - Project Information 
Kay Number Pro]ed Numbar 

09462 STP-5723(100) 
ITO District Residant Engineer 

1 Todd Bartolome 
Prime Conhaotofa Nome 

Apollo, Inc. 

Section 2 - Inspector Information 
lniQJiiC!ed By 

Jeremy Jenkins end Teresa Neumann 

Project Name 

Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT 8~97 

Contractofe NPDSS traCking No. 

IDR12C974 

... ITD·NPDES·Tnu:l<lng No: 

IDR12C962 
Conhaotor Has Filed Their NOT If Yee, Oate NOT Filed 

DYes 1&1 No 

I lTD Inspector Quall!icai!On Program Number (lOP: 

22,155 
lnopector(s) Daalgnetlon 

18)Joint ITO and WPCM OITD Environmental 0Contractor's WPCM 0 Other/3rd Party 

Section 3-lnspectlon and Weather Information 
Inspection No. Current Inspection Dale Pravfoos Inspection Dale Number of Deys Since Last lnapeclfon 

76 . 311012014 31612014 4 
Reason for Inspection Explanation (of required) ~ 

0 Routine 181 Rain Event 
Current Weather Conditions and Temperature Describe each maasureable pn!Cipilation event since tile last lnspactlon 

Rain Gage located in contractors yard showed 0.5 in. at 8:00 am 

Very rainy 43 degrees F. on the morning of 3-10·2014.1twas not emptied at anytime and 
read 0.3 in. at 11 :00 am. The contractor was informed. to replace 
the rain aace. 

Section 4- Constructlonand StabllizationiSWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Estimate the construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabllil!:ed. 3 Acres * 
support activity area 9Acres 

15Acres 

28Acres 

i&!Yes DNa 

3·6-2014 CA 17 

~w!hl!!Ul-C,~Itni~c)~ ~J'~~s! Discharge Points, and Installed Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
any areas...!IQ! inspected, include reason in the Observations section. 

Construction Areas 
Area Station No. or Location DescriPtion Observations 

All areas stabilized for winter Temporary erosion control measures on time shutdown with either · Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated permanent or temporary erosion the slopes throughout the project are 

controls. failing. BFM has lost its effectiveness. 

ITO 2802, Rev. 11·28-12 Page 1 ofS 
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' Area ~tiOnNo.or ~~paon IJbservattons 
6-8 in. riprap pile and 
Waste pile from erosion control work 

Onsite Waste f Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yardf.waste site. located in contractor's staging area. Pile 
Is covered with plastio. 
No reportable observations -Conmat is responsible for Their Own 

environmental protection plans, permits 
and oompliance independent of lTD, 

Conmats pit, Hayden Idaho LHT AC, East side highway district, Apollc 
Offsite Waste I Borrow I stockpiles Comer of HWY 95 and HWY 53 Inc. and this project waste generated 

from the (erosion control) work being 
done at this time along the Burma Rd. 
Project is being hauled to Conmat's pit. 
This site Is not ins . 
Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 
yard. Tank Is double wall, no spill 
containment required. See Spill 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin Prevention, control and countermeasure 
Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling Bay Rd.) Job trailer and portable plan. (SPCC Plan) 

restroom. Spill containment kit is located near the 
Contractors JobsHe office. Within close 
proximity to the fuel storage tank. 
No reportable observations 

Aooess to contractor yard off of 

. Site Entrances and Exits/Offsite Tracking s. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of No Reportable observations project (station 9+83) End of 
' project (station 153+12 

AsteSII 
sources 

Existing culverts used to convey 
water and snow melt from 

on left of project to right of 
fproj•sct 

Culverts are flowing at their maximum 
Un•able to control all the storm water run-off 

I Trilllutarv spring crossing Burma Rd. 
also catches and conveys 

ditch line water) 

Discharges Entering Waters of the US 

Culverts are flowing at their maximum 
Un-able to control all the storm water run-off 

If a discharge viotated ID water que lily standards (5.2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), ~ must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Fonn lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documentad in the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log a11 required by 5.4. 
If a discharge Is occurring or has occurred, describe the discharge location (s) and visual observatlon/descriplion/qual'lty (4.1.6.6.b) 
TUrbidity sampling log shows current reedings and details. Several areas are exceeding water quality standards 
ldenllfy If controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or If addHional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Hydlll mulch (erosion control on the slopesO are faUing and not operating effectively. Additional measures are needed. See SecUO' 
below as well as the ictures and notes accom nled with the turbi sa In I . 

ITD2802, Rev.11·28-12 Page2 of5 
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·' .lnstaii!HI Controls (BMPs) 
· · in this table note all installed controls used to divart/COnvey/retalnltreat stormwater and/or non-stormwatar, erosion and 

sediment controls, temooraiV or oormanent stabilization measures and oollution prevention measures 
Type/DescriDtlon of Control station No. or Location Description Observations 

14+60.15+75 14+82·15+60 
18+10-18+-2518+55-22+30 
22+30-24+00 27+62-35+25 
35+22-39+80 39+80-58+38 
Contractors yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence anothsr est. 
600 feet on the south esst line 
Perimeter controls&8+38 rt; To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Carlin 
Bay rd. est. 75 feeL Installed Wire 
backed silt fence. Altered silt Silt fence is in need of repair throughout 
fence location from SWPPP plan. the project. Sub contnlctor (North West 

Perimeter controls Moved fence ~own the slope to Tree and Reclamation) is on Illite today and 
(Silt fence) the project limits to allow for began repairing fences. 

future clearing 

Fiber Wattles 

Hydro mutchltacklfler 

Check dams, berms, sandbags 
etc. 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11-28-12 

78+40 to 92+00 rL No other observatiOns to report. 
92+00 to 93+00 rL 
93+00 to 110+17. 
110+00 to 152+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 100+00 
differs from SWPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls as per 
SWPPP instelled except those that 
would affect or be In the way of 
traffic on Bunna Rd. 
78+50 to 79+25 rt. 
120+60 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+00 to 157+00. 
145+45 rL 
At outfall side of cross culverts, 
STA's 68+00, 74+80, 75+40 left 
ISRd right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and104+45 
10+50 to 38+00 
11+00 to 24+50. Lt. 
24+50 to 56+00 lt. 
56+00 to 78+00 lt. 
101+00 lt. to 123+00 lt. 
123+00 to 138+00 lt. 

Rock check dams combined with· 
rock lined ditch@ STA 78+50 rL 
(north side of CarOn Bay Rd.) 
Rock check dams Installed up 
hill from and with Inlet 
I Drotectlons 

Page3 of!i. · 

No reportable observations 

Hydro mulch has lost its effectiveness. 
BFM is and has been weshed away in 
numerous areas throughout the project 
revealing bare soil beneath. 
Crews began covering slopes with plastic 
today as a temporary measure. 

Many check dams have been washed away 
from the storm event. Sandbags are being 
used to help control the water at SH-97 
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Inlet protections/check dams I Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+06, 96+55, 

Inlet and outlet protections 104+40 Installed protections are not effective 
Inlet protections instaUed on 9-5· enough to control the amount of run-off 
2013 at STA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporary inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts 
Spill containment kit is located 
near the Contractors Jobs ite 

Spill containments, washout office. Within close proximity to 

basins etc. the fuel storage tank. No reportable observations 
General, throughout project; spill 
containments beneath stationary 
And semi stationa!}! eguiEment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 lt. Additional plastic covering is being 

Plastic covering Walis 5and 6 instaUed today. locations will be updated 
New alignment from estimated in a future report. 
Sta. 129+00 to 137+50 lllo other reportable observations 

Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
Completed Since Last Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Taken Date Completed 

Fix rills in Burma Rd. re-d itch and channel water 
1 Throughout project accordingly. (Due to continuing rain this work won also 3/7/14 

continue as needed.) 

'f dD I ldentl ie ur ng Current lmmection 
Item No. Location Action Required Date to be Completed 

1 ~118+80 ~ repair culvert I 3/11/14 

Throughout project 
...... ,. ""'""· """" vn"d and ditches need re·definecl. Work has began 2 Inlet and outlet protections need work (Still continuing 
this insPection)· on day of 3/5/14 

Slopes already mentioned in previous reports and Tentatively this 
3 Throughout project corrective actions have gotten worse. More areas have work wm resume 

appeared. Fix these areas as alreadv nlanned 3/12/14 
Work has 

4 Throughout project 
Silt fences at west end of project are fuU with sediment already begun 
and in need of repaur. and wm continue 

until finished. 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 
Turbid discharges. Violation report sent 3/6/14 will also be a coontinuation for today. 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made Into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 

in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 
1:?1 The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 

or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 
D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 

material) 

Summary of unspection Findings - Check all that apply 
0No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous inspection report. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report haye been satisfactorily completed. 

IZ!All Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed. 

lTD 2802, Rev.11-28-12 Page 4 of 5 

162

pstoll
Highlight



~NewMalntenance Requiremenm have been Identified In the~ lnspecllon report 
0 BMP lnstallaUon Requlnmlents per SWPPP hlilve been Identified in the .mumntlnspecllon report. 

~· 1'81Condltions exlstthat trlggetedan entry into the Corrective Actions Repoltlng llll!ln til~ SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
€1 Conditione exl8t lhat triggered the need to eubmlten ITO 2790. 

L 

pmcipitaucm accumalatlons reach .5 or mom. 

§eclon 8 ·lnapectlon Certification 

. fi-11-JL{ 

-
Contiictors Acknowledgment- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings ·· 
I have reoelved·a copy of this Inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
ActiOns, and: 

i1J I egree With tile Inspection findings 

D I disagree Wilft the lnepectlOn Rndlngs (specifY roasoos below) 

S9ct!on 9 - ITO Compliance Csrtlfloatlon - Must be Signesl by Dl!l!!lct Englne!!r or P!lly Au!!JoriZ!!d Rtlpresenflll1ve 
"I certifY under fhlo dcoument end aQ ~we"' 
With a 

(__, Oislllbution: Orfgrnal-OE 

ITD2802.Rav.11-28-f2 Page6ofli 
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Storrnwater Compliancelnspection ITD28Q2 (ReV. 11-28-12) 
ttd.ldaha.gav 

Inspection Identification Numbet"1..ot462-77 
•tdsnllflcstion Number Is created automatically once Dlstrlot Number, Kay Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Sactiou1 - Project Information 
ll<ey'~•-mbor Pro]GCINumbar ~~~Name 09462 S1F4i723(100) I!IUIT!1a Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
rm IJis1JfCt Resident Engineer I~ NPDE$ T'**'"t No. 
1 Tqdd Bartolome IDR12C962 
PllmeCo-Nome I Colltnlclllt"a NPDESTnlcl<ing NO.I intraotor Has Filed The~IIIOT I If YO$. 0a1e NOT Flied . 
APollo, Inc. IDR12C974 0 Yes ll!i No . 

Segt!on z -Inspector Information 
By 

Jeremy Jenkins and Randy Dul'lalld 
!lTD Inspector 
I zq v-:r.o.; 

lltiP8CI!ll(sJ DeslgnaiiOII 
IE!Joint ITO and WPCM OtTO Environmental 0Conlractor's WPCM D OtherJ3"1 Party 

Sgstlon 3-lnspectlon and Weather lnfonnatlon 
lnsp..Uon Na. ~~•nentlnsp-Date P-uslnspedion Date I ~umber of cays Slneet.estlnspeotlan 
17 3112/2014 3110/2014 
Reason for lnap8<lflon Explanation (If I"EiqtJlred) 
0Routine 181 Rain Event 

; CUnen!WGallterCo- andTemporatUce Dae«lba each meeaUIOObte preclpKatlon ewntsll1oelholost lnsj>...,.• 
SUnny, 40 degrees F · Rain Gage located in conlractol'$ yard showed 0.0 in. on llle 

momia of 3/12114 

~n !-Constructionand. SlabiiWitloniSWPPPRecordkeeping Status 
Estimete the construction siteend constructir:in support actiVity area currently disturbed and unstablllzed. SAcrea * 
Estimate the construc!lOn site and construcllon support aeltvlty area currently !emporarJ!y stabilized Willi 9Aeres erw:lon controls. 
Estimate the conslfuction s1ta and construction support activitY area currenUy pennanently stab!Dzed 
with ~~!!!&!on control$, or lllathas vet 'n ""' ' by construction activities and ls the~re stablli%ed. 15Aores 

· Provide the toW! acreage of distUrbence expeotad, or the total pt'lject foOtprint The prelliOus 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount and it should match Wl18t Is shoWn on the projact plans, SWPPP 
llllrratiVe and NOI. 

28Acres 

The lfflt'PP reftm tile most CU!rent projact conditbns includllggrading, stabUizafton, end BMP ~Yes 0No installatlon. · 
Provide lhe data of lhe most~~ SWPPP update or modlll!uitiOJI. 3-6-2014 OA 17 

· 11 :S to ~failures ~d 1_oss ~ BFM on lila stOpe~> throughout the project the unstabili%ed figure haa 
COmments neuo. acreage lS est mated compromlsed erosion control BMP, not constn_: t ion 

3/28/2014 - ..L v ..J... '- :t 

Sect!O!J 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Point$, and lnslalled Controls(BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas.!l.Q! inspected, Include the reason In the Obsenlallons sacllon. Todd Bartolome 

C tructi A ona on ~reas 
Area Slallon No. or Locallon D Obeefvallons 

Temporary erosion control measures on 
AU areiJS stabilized for winter the slopes thl'ougtiO\Ilthe project ara 

Areas Clearad, Graded. or Excavated time slluldown with either falling. BFM has lost Its etreclive!iess. 
permanent or temporary erosion Plastic is being placed on the slopes at 
controls. the lima of thiS inspection as a temporary 

measure. . 

lTD 2802, Rev. 11.:!8-12 Page 1 of5 
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Onsile waste f Borrow I Stockpiles 

I Offi!He 'Was1te I Borrow I stockpiles 

Entrances and 

!~=~~~Hayden Idaho IC 95 and HWY 53 

located near the 
office. Wllhln .close 
storage tank. 

No reportable obs81Vations lhislllspection 

I No; reportalble <lbse>rvatfons this inspection 

Discharges Entering Waters of the us . 
If a dlschalge violated 10 water <i"alltv slalldarde (5.2.1.2~ or IS a prohibited discharge (5.2.1.3), n must be repOfl!ld to HQ eNV SWPPP 
w;Jng Folm I'm 2790 wllhill24 hours, ami documented In the projaol'o Cornactlve Action Rlilll!)tllng Log ae railulred bY 5.4. 
If a dfsdlarge 18 occullfng or hae OCCW'I'ed, dascrlbe lhe disll!Uirge looatron (s} and visual nfdesc:rlpllonlquallty (4.1.8.6.b) 
Turbidity sampling fog shows current readings and <fetal!$. see tog for more de\aHs. 
ldellli!y.if controls have oplll>l.l!ld elfe<;Uvety or are In need of mainblnance, or lfad<ll«onal conlrclure naedad (4.1.$.8.c) 
Addillonal controls are needed to alabilize l(le pto]ect throughout. Work'le in progre~. 

ITO 2602, Rev. 11-2B-12 Page2 of5 
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Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note alllnstaRed controls used In divert/conveylrelainllreat stormwater andlor non-stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls temoorarv or <~erman""t stabUizatlon measures and ollulion oreventton Measures 

rlllllon of ConlrOl station No. or LoCation oo Observatlom 
14+50·16+7514+82-16+50 
16+10.18+·25 18+65-22+30 
22+30.24+00 27+62-351-25 
36+22-39+80 .39+80-68+38 
Contrac\01'$ yard on South Carlin 
Bay Rd. Around perimeter of 
waste site. 1,900+ feet total. 
Continued silt fence another est 
500 feet on the south east Une 
Perimeter controls$8+38 rt. To 
77+83, 77+83 rt. Paralleling Callln 
Bay nt. est. 711 feet. lnstaHed Wlra 
backed slit fane&. Altered sut 
fence location from SWPPP plan. 

Perimeter oontrols Moved fenc. down the slope to 
(Silt fertoe) the project limits to allOW for No reportable observatioos 

future clearing 

Fiber Wattles 

Hydro muleflltacklfler 

Check dams, berms, $81ndb111J$ 

~ 

llO 2802, Rev. 11·28-12 

78+40 to 92+00 rt. 
92+00 to 93+00 rt. 
93+00 to 110+17. 
110+00 to 162+24 as per SWPPP 
Silt fence from 97+00 to 1011+00 
dlffere frcm SVVPPP, fence runs 
continuous 
All perimeter controls as per 
SWPPP instelled eJfOepttltose that 
would affect or be in tile way of 
tramc on Burma Rd. 
78+50 to 79•2& rt. 
120+80 Rt. 30 feet to the right 

70+99 to 119+00 rt. as per 
SWPPP 
119+110 to 157+00. 
146+46 rt. 
At outfall side of croee culveltS, 
STA's 68+00, 74+80, 7$+40 left 
and right 84+00, 89+20, 96+50 
and 104+46 
10+110to38~ 
11+00 to 24+60. Lt. 
24+60 to 66+00 It 
116+00 to 78+00 It 
101+00 lt. to 123+00 lt. 
123+00 to 136+00 lt. 

Rock check dams combined .with 
rock lined ditch @I STA 78+110 rt. 
(north side of Carlin l!lay Rd.) 
Rock check dams Installed up 
hiU from and with inlet 
'orotlletloM 

Pege3 of5 

No reportable ob$ervatlons 

Hydro mulch has loat 118 effeotlve~~e~~s. 
BFM Is and haS been wa9hed away In 
RunteRHIS areas throughOut the project 
revealing bare soil beneath. 
Crews began coverin(J slopes with plastic 
on 3110114 as a tamporary meaeure. 

Many ch<lck dailla Mile been washed away 
from the stcnn event Sllndbaga are being 
used to help control the water at SH-97 
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Inlet and outlet protections 

_ ..... 

tainments, washout Spill con 
basins e tc. 

_ .. , ........... 

Plastic c overing 

-
Inlet protections/check dams 
Constructed with clean rock at 
STA's 84+18, 89+06, 96+65, 
104+40 Installed protections are not effective 
Inlet protections installed on 9·5· enough to control the amount of run-off 
2013 atSTA's 61+90, 40+60 
Temporary inlet protections 
Installed at all culverts _ ........... 
Spill containment kit Is located 
near the Contractors Jobsite 
office. Within close proximity to 
the fuel storage tank. No reportable observations 
General, throughout project; spill 
containments beneath stationary 
And semi stationa!}' egui(!ment 
STA 11+00 to 13+00 lt. Additional plastic covering is being 
Walls 5 and 6 Installed. Locations will be updated in a 
New alignment from estimated future report. 
Sta. 129+.00to 137+50 No other reportable observations 

Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 
C I t d s· L t I omp1e e mce as nspection ·------
Item No. Location Action Ta ken Date Completed 

7he::_s-ne-e-,d'""r-ce--<t'"'e""tl""n.,.ed".---l-cwiio:::rk-has Water needs controlled and ditc 
1 Throughout project Inlet and outlet protections nee d work (Still continuing began on day 

this inspection) of 315114 
Slopes already mentioned in pr evious reports and this work 

2 Throughout project co~rective actions have gotten worse. More areas have resumed 
apeeared. Fix_!_hese areas as air 

3 Throughout project Silt fences at west end of projec 
and In need of re.r!l.!.r.: ... 

ead planned 3112114 
"'t "'ar'"'e~f~u"'H'"'w"'i"'th"-s-e-d""l_m_e_n7t ---1 Finished 

3111114 

Identified Dur..!!!Q. Current Inspection 
-~----· - ... ··--· ... ··-··--c-

Item No. Location . Action Requlr~d Date to be Completed 

Work on stabilizing projeciTs currently in action. 
1 Continue with the Items as Identified in previous N/A 

·-·· 
reports. 

.__,_ ··············-·-·-
Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, Including administrative noncompliance 

-·~·-" ·-····· 
Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checl<ed, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
(g] Required stormwater control was never installed, was Installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 

in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 
D The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 

or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

0 One of the prohibited discl1arges In CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings ·Check all that apply 
0No Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous inspection report. 

DAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been satisfactorily completed, 

i2JAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed. 

12:1NewMaintenance Requirements have been identified in the current inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 
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0Cond1Uoll$ exlstthat ltiggetedan entry Into the CorrectiVe Actions Reporting Log In the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 
0 Condttlons exist that triggered the nl!ed to submft an lTD :!790. 

3ect!on 7 ~Other Outstanding Items or Notes 
Dulsfsndlng IIJsuas or Ot r ect nfOIIllal on Dee gnabl aa a orre A on or alntenance Requlremont 

The project WPOM Jeremy Jenkins will no longer be the WPCM after !his week ending 3114114. Shelly Gillmore of 
Resouroe Planning Unlimited will be lha naw ReplaeementWPCM offiolaly beglnlng after the 14th of !his month of 
March 2014. 
List anv PelmlleiSpec Operating Conditions for " 111 ect 
2012 ConstruG!Ion General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-602 Juna 8 2012: Idaho 

rtment Of EnvlfPIIN!I1fal Qua 401 Parmi Juna 4 2012. 

section 8 ~ Inspection Certification 

Contractors Acknowledgment- Receipt of lnspautlon and Acknowledgment of 11181pectlon Findings 
I have received a copy of this lnspeG!Ion report and been lnforrnsd of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
AG!Ioll$, and; 

I!D I agree with the Inspection findings 

0 I disagree With the Jnspecllon findings (specitY reasons below) 
lfoonllactardl&agre .. wllh dings sn~ roooromondod Malnfenaru:" ons_ apecif'y Rtasonaln tba spaoe below 

or supervision lnac;co~,·:· 
conlelned !herein. l!aSGd'DI't .:·· 

InfOrmation, ttie'· 
signlflcant 

Segt!on 9 -ITO Compliance Certification • Muat be elgneq by Pfa!r!clli!lgfru!er 0r DUly Autl!or!zed Repteaen!a!iye 

Diotributlon: OriF)Inal- OE! 

IT02802.Riw.11·28-12 

lhfs document ancl were direction or suf)IWislon in accordlilnc:e 

Page 5of5 

lnfOnnatlon confaln&d therein. llesed on 
!'or gatllering the lnf011l11111on, the 
awe~ that there are Significant 

• 

HQ E!NV fNVPP 
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0 . . ' 
ILR_o_u_un_g_f_o_r _s_ig_n_a_tu_re_s ____ _Jimpliancelnspection ITO 2802 (Rev. 11-28-12) 

itd.idaho.gov 
' 

Inspection Identification Number*1-09462-78 

*Identification Number is created automatically once District Number, Key Number, and Inspection Number have been 
entered. 

Section 1 Project Information . 
Key Number Project Number I ~ro)ect Name 
09462 STP-5723(1 00) Burma Rd; Gotham Bay Rd to JCT SH-97 
lTD District Resident Engineer I :TD NPDES Tracking No. 
1 Todd Bartolome, LHTAC [East Side Hwy District IDR12C968] IDR12C962 
Prime Contractor's Name I Contractor's NPDES Tracking No.I Contractor Has Flied Their NOT I if Yes, Date NOT Filed 
Apollo, Inc. IDR12C974 DYes 1Z1 No 

Section 2 -Inspector Information 
Inspected By 

Shelly Gilmore, Teresa Nuemann 
liTO Inspector Qualification Program Number (IQP) 

I d.~/65 
lnspector(s) Designation 

IZJJoint lTD and WPCM DITD Environmental 

-Section 3 Inspection and Weather Information 

Dcontractor's WPCM D Other/3r' Party 

Inspection No. Current Inspection Date Previous Inspection Date I ~umber of Days Since Last Inspection 
78 3/19/2014 3/12/2014 
Reason for Inspection i Explanation (if required) 
IS] Routine D Rain Event I 
Current Weather Conditions and Temperature. Describe each measureable precipitation event since the last inspection 

Rain guage located in contractor's yard: 
Cloudy, mid 40s 0.2" recorded 3/14 

0.2" recorded 3/16 

Section 4- Constructionand Stabilization/SWPPPRecordkeeping Status 

Estimate the construction siteand construction support activity area currently disturbed and unstabilized. 3 Acres * 
Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently temporarily stabilized with 10 Acres erosion controls. 
Estimate the construction site and construction support activity area currently permanently stabilized 15 Acres with erosion controls, or that has yet to be disturbed by construction activities and is therefore stabilized. 
Provide the total acreage of disturbance expected, or the total project footprint. The previous 3 boxes 
should add up to this amount, and it should match what is shown on the project plans, SWPPP 28 Acres 
narrative, and NOI. 
The SWPPP reflects the most current project conditions includinggrading, stabilization, and BMP IS]Yes DNa installation. 

Provide the date of the most recent SWPPP update or modification. 3-10-14 CA 18 

C t (Due to slopes failures and loss of BFM on the slopes throughout the project the unstabilized total has 
ommen s 1 increased. *acreage is estimated compromised erosion control bmps, not construct 

actlvlty, much of the area covered ln plastlc 
Section 5-Construction Areas, Discharge Points, and Installed Controls (BMPs) Inspected 
For any areas not inspected, include the reason in the Observations section. 
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Construction Areas 
Area Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Temporary erosion control measures on 
the slopes throughout the project are 

All areas stabilized for winter 
failing predominantly due to hillside seeps 

Areas Cleared, Graded, or Excavated shutdown with either permanent 
and slope failure. Plastic Is being placed 

or temporary erosion controls. 
on the slopes at the time of this 
inspection as a temporary measure. Rock 
is also being placed in areas. See 
SWPPP Appendix H. 
6-8 in. riprap pile and waste soil. Waste 

Onsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles Contractor's yard/ waste site. soil needs erosion protection. 
No other reportable observations. 

Offsite Waste I Borrow I Stockpiles ConMat's pit, Hayden Idaho 
Commercial site; site not inspected. 

Corner of HWY 95 and HWY 53 

Contractor yard (off South Carlin 
Fuel storage tank located at contractor's 

Bay Rd) job trailer, fuel storage, 
yard. 12,000 gallon tank is double walled, 

portable restrooms, building 
no spill containment required on tank 

material storage, equipment 
itself. See SPCC Plan. 550 gallon 

Equipment Storage/Maintenance/Fueling 
storage, trash receptacles. 

hydraulic oil tank in earthen depression. 

Administration office (off South 
Non permeable spill containment needs 

Carlin Bay Rd) job trailers, 
to be maintained under 550 gallon tank 

portable restroom. 
and under fuel pump on 12,000 gallon 
tank. 

Access to contractor yard off of 

Site Entrances and Exits/Offsite Tracking 
S. Carlin Bay Rd.; Beginning of 

No reportable observations. 
project (station 9+83); End of 

IProiectistation 153+12 

Discharge Points -Includes stormwater, non-stormwater, and other potential pollutant sources 
Note all discharr:~e points in this table. Document anv coritrols reauir"ed to address them in the Installed Controls (BMPs) table below. 

Type of Discharge Point Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St27+50 Minimal flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St40+61 No flow. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St 50+00 
Minimal flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St 52+50 
High flow from off site, no visible turbidity. 

High flow from off site with no visible turbidity; 
Cross culvert along Burma Rd St55+73 visible turbidity up and down station from 

roadside ditch contributions. 
Moderate flow from off site with no visible 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St61+70 turbidity; visible turbidity from stabilization work 
up station. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St68+30 Minimal flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St74+84 No flow. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St84+18 Low flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St104+36 Low flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St118+80 Low flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert under Emerald Dr St119+20 Moderate flow, some visible turbidity. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St140+60 Low flow. 

Cross culvert along Burma Rd St146+25 Low flow, some visible turbidity. 

Turner Creek flow through box Hwy 97 High flow, visibly turbid plume in lake 
culvert along_ Hwy 97 to Cd'A Lake 
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Discharges Entering Waters of the US 
If a discharge violated ID water quality standards (5.2.1.2), or is a prohibited discharge (5.2. 1.3), it must be reported to HQ ENV SWPPP 
using Form lTD 2790 within 24 hours, and documented in the project's Corrective Action Reporting Log as required by 5.4 
If a discharge is occurring or has occurred, describe the discharge location (s) and visual observation/description/quality (4.1 .6.6.b) 

Turbidity monitoring log shows current readings and details. See turbidity monitoring log for more details. 
Identify if controls have operated effectively or are in need of maintenance, or if additional controls are needed (4.1.6.6.c) 
Additional controls are needed to stabilize failing slopes throughout the project; work is in progress; see SWPPP 
Appendix H. 

Installed Controls (BMPs) 
In this table note all installed controls used to divert/convey/retain/treat stormwater and/or non-stormwater, erosion and 
sediment controls, temporary or permanent stabilization measures, and pollution prevention measures 

Type/Description of Control Station No. or Location Description Observations 

Stations 14+50-15+75; 14+82-
15+50;16+10-18+25; 18+55-
22+30;22+30-24+00; 27+62-
35+25;35+22-39+80; 39+80-

Silt fence from St 51+80 up station loose at 
Perimeter controls 58+38; Contractors yard on top. Silt fence -St 120+00 to 121+60 needs 
(Silt fence) South Carlin Bay Rd. around repaired and cleaned out. 

perimeter of waste site; 58+38 -
77+83; Paralleling Carlin Bay Rd; 
78+40- 92+00; 92+00- 93+00; 
93+00 -110+17; 110+00 -152+24 
Stations 70+99 -119+00; 119+00-
157+00;145+45; At outfall side of 

Fiber Wattles cross culverts, 68+00, 74+80, No reportable observations 
75+40 left and right, 84+00, 
89+20, 96+50 and 104+45 

Stations 1 0+50 to 38+00 Hydro mulch has lost its effectiveness. 

11 +00 to 24+50. Lt. BFM is and has been sloughed away in 

24+50 to 56+00 lt. numerous areas throughout the project 
Hydro mulchltackifier 

56+00 to 78+00 lt. 
revealing bare soil beneath (see Section 7). 

101+00 ft. to 123+00 ft. 
Crews began covering slopes with plastic 
on 3/10/14 as a temporary measure and 

123+00 to 136+00 ft. adding rock to slopes. 

Rock check dams combined with Many check dams have been washed away 

rock lined ditches, straw wattles, 
or covered with sediment from storm 

Check dams, berms, sandbags events. Work continues to repair sediment 
etc. 

sandbag check dams, etc. in source, effective check dams will be 
roadside ditch (north side of installed, and then quantity and locations 
Carlin Bay Rd) will be identified. 

Inlet and outlet protections 
Stations 40+60, 61 +90, 84+18, 
89+06,96+55,104+40 
Plastic stations 11 +00 to 13+00 

Additional plastic covering is being 
Misc. erosion control Lt; Walls 5 and 6; New alignment 

from estimated 129+00 to 137+60 
installed (see SWPPP Appendix H). 
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Section 6-Maintenance Requirements, BMP Installations (per SWPPP), and Corrective Actions 

Completed Since Last Inspection 
Item No. Location Action Taken Date Completed 

1 No actions reported in last inspection report. 

2 

3 

ld ff d D . C tl en 11e unng urren nspectlon 
Item No. Location Action Required Date to be Completed 

1 
Work on stabilizing project is currently in action, see 
Section 7. 

Identify any and all actual or potential incidents of CGP noncompliance, including administrative noncompliance 

Conditions Triggering Corrective Action Report 
If any of the 3 conditions below are checked, an entry must be made into the Corrective Actions Reporting Tables in the 
SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

D Required stormwater control was never installed, was installed incorrectly, or not in accordance with the requirements 
in CGP Parts 2 and/or 3 (5.2.1.1) (Additional BMPs not identified in initial SWPPP) 

D The stormwater controls installed are not effective enough for the discharge to meet applicable water quality standards 
or applicable requirements in CGP Part 3.1 (5.2.1.2.) (Turbid discharge) 

D One of the prohibited discharges in CGP Part 2.3.1 is occurring or has occurred (5.2.1.3) (Toxic or hazardous 
material) 

Summary of Inspection Findings ·Check all that apply 

k>'JNo Maintenance Requirements were noted in the previous inspection report. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have been satisfactorily completed. 

OAII Maintenance Requirements noted in the previous inspection report have not been satisfactorily completed. 

ONewMaintenance Requirements have been identified in the current inspection report. 

D BMP Installation Requirements per SWPPP have been identified in the current inspection report. 

0Conditions exist! hat triggeredan entry into the Corrective Actions Reporting Log in the SWPPP per CGP 5.4. 

D Conditions exist that triggered the need to submit an lTD 2790. 

Section 7 - Other Outstanding Items or Notes 

Document Outstanding Issues or Other Project Information Not Designated as a Corrective Action or Maintenance Requirement 
Slope failures across the project are contributing to visibly turbid water entering Turner Creek and Coeur d'Alene 
Lake. Work continues in an effort to prevent additional erosion from rain events by placing plastic on cut slopes and 
corrective measures, which includes removing sloghed soil and surfacing cut slopes with rock. The following is an 
updated list of current slope failure locations: 

Sediment accumulated at inlet and outlet and along silt fence 146+25 
Slope failure 140+60+ 
Concentrated flow erosion 140+60, needs shaped and protected 
Slope failure 124+80 
Slope failure 123+ 70 
Slope failure 120+80 
Toe slope failure above cross culvert 118+80 
Slope failure 118+20 to 118+60 
Erosion from concentrated flow near 115+ 70, needs shaped and protected 
Slope failure 1 09+20 to 118+20 
Slope failure behind wall108 to 109+20 
Slope failure 1 04+40 to 108 
Erosion from upland, off site concentrated flow at 104+40, needs to be shaped and protected 
Sediment accumulation at 104+36 culvert on Burma Rd needs cleaned out 
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Slope failure Canton Lane cut slope continuing to 104+40 
Unprotected slopes, near vertical cut slopes above wall 91 to 97+80 need erosion control (mulch) 
Slope failure 90+10 to 91+ 
Slope failure from concentrated flow 88+00, needs shaped and protected 
Slope failure at toe of slope 84+20 to 87+80 
Slope failure 83+ to 83+80 
Slope failure 79+ to 82+40 (some rock in place) 
Slope failure St 75+40 to 77+80 
Sediment accumulation at the cross culvert inlet 74+80 
Drainage pattern above culvert inlet 74+90 is eroding, needs shaped and stabilized 
Slope failure 74+80 
Slope failure 71+-
Reapply mulch (seed) on slopes of approach at 63+80 
Slope failure 62+80 to 68+40 (installing plastic 64+) 
Slope failure 58+80 to 60+80 (installing plastic 3119/4) 
Slope failure on private approach cut slope 58+80 (plastic installed) 
Outlet perimeter control full of sediment (59+) 
Slope failure 55+60 to 58+80 
Slope failure 54+00 to 55+60 (plastic installed) 
Slope failure 53+60 to 55+60 
Slope failure 51+80 from concentrated flow erosion, drainage pattern needs repaired and protected 
Slope failure 50+20 to 52+1 0 (plastic installed) 
Slope failure 50+1 0 to 50+20 
Sediment accumulated at culvert inlet 50+1 0 
Slope failure 48+60 to 50+00 (fill slope of Litton Ln) (plastic installed) 
Slope failure 43+20 to 45+00 
Slope failure 40+40 to 41 +90 
Slope failure back slope of Skyview Dr St 38+40 to 40+40 (plastic on backslope of Skyview) 
Slope failure 36+15 
Erosion on top end and both sides of down drain St 36+05 
Slope failure 36+00 to 36+05 
Slope failure 32+20 to 33+80 (plastic at power pole 33+40) 
Slope failure 31+00 to 32+20 (plastic at power pole near 31+) 
Slope failure 28+90 (plastic on slope) 
Sediment accumulated at culvert inlet St 27+ 70, needs to be removed 
Slope failure 23+ 70 to 26+00 (plastic on slope St 25+90) 
Slope failure 23+20 to 23+80 (some rock on slope) 
Slope failure at toe of slope 21+20 to 22+70 
Slope instability (plastic 10+ to 11+) 
Sediment accumulated in roadside ditch along Hwy 97 

List any Permits/Special Operating Conditions for the Project 
2012 Construction General Permit; US Army Corps of Engineers Permit# NWW-2012-601-802 June 8 2012; Idaho 
Department Of Enviromental Quality 401 Permit, June 4 2012. 

Section 8 - Inspection Certification 
I
Key Number llnspectlon Number 1 Current Inspection Date 

09462 78 13119/2014 

Primary Inspector's Name {Type or Print) 

Randy Durland, Teresa Nuemann, Tony Butler 
Prir:J\1 .Inspector's Signatu~e 

ttl:m.JJA ,/// PLil/11/i!A·t .1/l .. l

oate Signed... i .I I 
3··f(!-h 

Water Pollution Control Manager (WPCM) Signature 
WPCM Name (Type or Print) JWPCM Training Qualification DateJWPCM Training Qualification Number 

Shelly Gilmore 8/2312012 AGC-36-0822232012 
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Contractors Acknowledgment- Receipt of Inspection and Acknowledgment of Inspection Findings 
I have received a copy of this inspection report and been informed of Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective 
Actions, and: 

[iJ I agree with the inspection findings 

D I disagree with the inspection findings (specify reasons below) 
If contractor disagrees with findings and recommended Maintenance Requirements and/or Corrective Actions, specify reasonsin the space below 

Must be signed by Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative 
"I certify under penalty of Jaw that til is document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and im risonment for knowing violations. 11 

Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Name (Type or Print) Title 

Brett Brown Project Engineer 

Prime Contractor or Duly Authorized Representative's Signature r;;:;

1
f,fll.~ Digitally <lgned by Brett Brown I Date Signed 

DN; cn~Brett Brown, o~Apollo Inc, ou, 

3/27/2014 emoll-brettb@apollo-gc.com, c~Us 
Date: 2014,03.27 15:28;49 ·07'00' 

Section 9 - lTD Compliance Certification - Must be signed by District Engineer or Duly Authorized Representative 
"l certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance 
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the information contained therein. Based on 
my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information contained is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment. for knowlno violations. 11 

District Engineer or Authorized Representative's Name (Type or Print) 1Ti11El 

Todd Bartolome LHTAC Resident Engineer 
District Engineer or Authorized Representative's Signature I Date Signed 

Drstrfbution: Ongrnal- DE Cop1es- RE OEM. Dist. Env, HQ ENV SWPP Contractor 
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Appendix F 

Karissa Hardy (LHTAC) – 05/15/2014 Letter 
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Appendix G 

CD containing: 

Photos – archive and low resolution 

Terracon Geotechnical Reports 

Stormwater Inspections 1-78 
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